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Also, petition of San Francisco Lodge, No. 68, International
Association of Machinists, insisting that the battleship New
Yeork be built in a Government navy yard in compliance with the
law of 1910, and for the eight-hour clause in naval appropriation
bill; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. KNAPP: Protest of Board of Trade of Alexandria
Bay, N. Y., against passage of a parcels-post law; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petitions of the Business Man’s Pub-
lishing Co. and the Sprague Publishing Co., of Detroit, Mich.,
protesting against the bill to increase postal rates on magazines
and periodicals; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of business men of
Pawnee City, Humboldt, Crab Orchard, Hickman, Firth, Raeca,
and Kramer, against parcels-post legislation; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers from various organiza-
tions, favoring House bill 15413 ; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Protests of James Me-
Quaide, F. H. Krewson, H. L. Gardner, The C. M. Wessels Co.,
Lowrie D. Coleman, Robert F. Salade, Peter E. Kelly, James
Kerney, J. B. McMasters, Samuel Fisher, Ernest Veeck, and
H. T. Paiste Co., against increase of magazine postal rates; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petitions of District Lodge, No. 1, and George Chance
Lodge, No. 361, International Association of Machinists, favor-
ing eight-hour law and battleship construction in Government
navy yards; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, protests of J. 0. Weedon, A. B. Furner, Kenton Warne,
Carl W. Kimpton, Ray M. Vanderherchen, W. D. Lumis, J. C.
Huntington & Co., and Miller Lock Co., against increase of
magazine postal rates; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, resolutions of State Council of Pennsylvania, Washing-
ton Camps Nos. 1, 83, 465, 488, 136, 343, 535, 624, and 457, all
of Patriotic Order Sons of America, and Crystal Council, No.
300, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring the
passage of House bill 15413 ; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of New England German-
American National Alliance, for Canadian reciprocity; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of International Association of Machinists,
favoring the building of the battleship New York in a Govern-
ment navy yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of Marion and Dresden (N. Y.)
Granges, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Friends of Sandy Spring, Mont-
gomery County, Md., against fortifying the Panama Canal; to
the Committee on Railways and Canals.

Also, petition of United Hebrew Charities of Baltimore, Md.,
against violation of a treaty by the Russian Government by
refusing to accept passports issued to Hebrews; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petitions of Local Camp No. 18, Patriotic Order Sons of
America, of Hancock, Md., and Washington Camp No. 43, of
Doubs, Md., for House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization,

Also, petition of Montgomery County (Md.) Anti-Saloon
League, for the Miller-Curtis bill; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of Swanton Grange, No, 104, against Canadian
reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Washington Camp No. 31, Patriotic Order
Sons of America, of Raspeburg, Md., for House bill 15413 ; to the
Committee on Immigration and Natura]lzation.

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of citizens of Illinois, against
House joint resolution 17; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Housatonic (Conn.) Grange and
Northfield Grange, for a full and complete parcels-post law; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. WEISSE: Petition of citizens of Wisconsin, favoring
construction of battleship New York at a Government navy
yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

Also, petition of American Federation of Labor, Local No. 657,
of Sheboygan, for House bill 15413 ; to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization.

By Mr. YOUNG of New York: Petition of Charles O. Morley
and other citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., for the eight-hour clause
with reference to construction of battleships; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs,

SENATE.

TrUrsDAY, February 16, 1911.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by W, J.
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the bill (8. 10583) to amend the charter of the Firemen's In-
surance Co. of Washington and Georgetown, D. C.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 24123) for the
re]ise;d?r the legal representatives of William M. Wightman, de-
cea

The message further announced that the House had agreed to
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 27837) to amend
the provisions of the act of March 3, 1885, limiting the com-
pensation of storekeepers, gaungers, and storekeeper-gaugers, in
certain cases, to $2 a day, and for other purposes, with an
gmendment. in which it requested the concurrence of the

enate.

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with
its request, the bill (H. R. 31538) to authorize the Pensacola,
Mobile & New Orleans Railway Co., a corporation existing un-
der the laws of the State of Alabama, to construct a bridge over
and across the Mobile River and its navigable channels on a
line opposite the city of Mobile, Ala.

The message also announced that the House has agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R, 20360) making appropriations for the legisla-
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes; recedes
from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 203
and agrees to the same; further insists upon its disagreement
to the amendments of the Senate upon which the committee of
conference have been unable to agree; agrees to the conference
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon ; and has appointed Mr, GiLLerT, Mr. GRAFF, and
ﬁr. LaviNngsToN managers at the conference on the part of the

ouse,

ENROLLED BILLS BIGNED,

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were there-
upon signed by the President pro tempore:

8. 9405. An act to amend section 5 of the act of Congress of
June 25, 1910, entitled *“An act to authorize advances to the
reclamation fund, and for the issue and disposal of certifi-
cates of indebtedness in reimbursement therefor, and for other
purposes ; "

8.10583. An act to amend the charter of the Firemen's Insur-
ance Co. of Washington and Georgetown, in the District of
Columbia ;

H. R. 21965. An act for the relief of Mary Wind French;

H. R. 25569, An act to authorize a patent to be issued to Mar-
garet Padgett for certain publie lands therein described ;

H. R. 27069. An act to relinquish the title of the United States
in New Madrid location and survey No. 2880;

H. R. 30571. An act permitting the building of a dam across
Rock River at Lyndon, Ill.;

H. R.31066. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce
and Labor to purchase cerfain lands for lighthouse purposes;

H. R. 31166. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce
and Labor to exchange a certain right of way;

H. R.31353. An act for the relief of F. W. Mueller;

H. R. 31600. An act to authorize the erection upon the Crown
Point Lighthouse Reservation, N. Y., of a memorial to com-
memorate the discovery of Lake Champlain;

H. R. 31657. An act to authorize United States marshals and
thelr respective chief office deputies to administer certain

H R 31925. An act authorizing the building of a dam across
the Savannah River at Cherokee Shoals;

H. R. 31926. An act permitting the building of a dam across
Rock River near Byron, IIl.;

H. R. 31931, An act aunthorizing the Ivanhoe Furnace Corpora-
tion, of Ivanhoe, Wythe County, Va., to construct a dam across
New River; and

H. R. 82473, An act for the relief of the sufferers from famine
in China,
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of Live
. Oak Camp, No. 2037, Woodmen of the World, of Chalkbluff,
Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the
admission of publications of fraternal societies to the mail as
second-class matter, which was referred to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads,

He also presented a memorial of the Religious Society of
Friends, of Chappaqua, N. Y., remonstrating against any appro-
priation being made for the fortification of the Panama Canal,
which was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals.

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Coun-
cil of Danville, Ill., praying for the construction of all battle-
ships in Government navy yards, which was referred to the
Committee on Naval Affairs. .

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have had a deluge of tele-
grams during the last few days asking me to support the so-
called Sulloway pension bill. This morning I received a letter
which I think I will take the liberty of reading—it is very
brief—from a well-known resident of a town in New Hamp-
shire, It is as follows:

The National Tribune telegraphs commander of Grand Army of the
Republic post here: “ GALLINGER not as earnest as wished for. Can
fou bring some influence to bear on him? His vote and attention quite
mportant, This in relation to the Salloway bill before the Senate,

Mr. President, I have been a reasonably consistent friend of
the soldiers in all matters of pension legislation, and I am
giving very careful consideration both to the so-called Sulloway
bill and the substitute bill reported by the Senator from North
Dakota [Mr. McCumBer], the chairman of the Committee on
Pensions. When the matter comes up for vote I shall vote as
my intelligence and conscience dictate and not because some-
body in Washington has telegraphed somebody in New Hamp-
shire to line me up on the gquestion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The telegrams will lie on
the table, the bill having been reported.

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the proprietor of
the Gazette-Times-Press, of Lancaster, N. H., and a petition of
the Emerson Paper Co., of Sunapee, N. H., praying for the
enactment of legislation to prohibit the printing of certain mat-
ter on stamped envelopes, which were referred to the Committee
on Post Offices and Post Roads.

He also presented a memorial of the editor of the Dublin
News, of Dublin, N. H., remonstrating against the enactment of
legislation to prohibit the printing of certain matter on stamped
envelopes, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads.

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of
Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation pro-
viding for an increase in the salaries of Government employees,
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, -

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 15, Brother-
hood of Paper Makers, of Lisbon Falls, Me.; of the Emerson
Paper Co., of Sunapee, N. H.; of Local Grange of Campton: of
Mountain Grange of Ossipee; of Local Grange No. 160, of Carroll ;
and of Local Grange No. 230, of Unity, Patrons of Husbandry ;
and of sundry citizens of Berlin and Dover, all in the State of
New Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of the
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance,

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of Loeal Division No.
125, Amalgamated Association of Street Railway Employees of
America, of Belleville, I1l., remonstrating against the repeal of
the present law relative to the printing by the Government of
notes, bonds, checks, ete.,, which was referred to the Committee
on Printing.

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 1675, United
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Breese,
I11., praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict
immigration, which was referred to the Committee on Immi-
gration.

He also presented a memorial of Charter Oak Grange, Patrons
of Husbandry, of Peoria County, Ill., remonstrating against the
ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the
United States and Canada, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance,

He also presented a memorial of Wabash Lodge, No. 237,
International Association of Machinists, of Mount Carmel, IIl.,
remonstrating against the repeal of the so-called eight-hour law
relative to the building of battleships in Government navy
yards, which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also presented a memorial of the Local Business Club of
Chester, I1l.,, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called

parcels-post bill, which was referred to the Commit{ee on Post
Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of Holland Post, No. 78,
Grand Army of the Republie, Department of Nebraska, of Crete,
Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called old-age pension
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union of
Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the repeal of the present
law relative to the printing by the Government of notes, bonds,
checks, etc., which was referred to the Committee on Printing.

Mr. BOURNE. I present a telegram which I have received
from the Oregon & Washington Lumber Manufacturers’ Asso-
ciation, which I ask may be read and referred to the Committee
on Finance.

There being no objection, the telegram was read and referred
to the Committee on Finance, as follows:

PORTLAND, OREG., February 1}, 1911
Hon. JONATHAN BOURNE,

Jr.
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.:

The senate to-day passed house joint resolution No. 60, as follows:

“ Whereas the Canadian reciproeal agreement opposing the removal *
%! duties upmé farm and timber products is now under consideration by

0 'ess 3 AN

“ Whereas the removal of these existing tariffs upon its products will
work inestimable damage to the welfare of the State; an

“ Whereas by reason of the shipping laws of the United States for-.
elgn vessels can not be used between domestic ports, while vessels under
any flag can be used between Canadian ports and those of the United
States, thereby securing very much lower rates and making the compe-
titlon more difficult to meet; and

“ Whereas a Tariff Commission has been appointed by the President of
the United States to examine into and report on the mnecessity of
changes In our present tariffs on all commodities, both raw and manu-
factured : Now therefore be it

“Resolved, That the Legislature of the State of Oregon requests its
Senators and Representatives in Congress to oppose the ratification or
consent of or to sdid Canadian reciprocal agreement at this time and
until said Tariff Commission has reported and the country is more fully
advised as to the effect of such agreement will have upon the industries
and development of the United States.”

J. WENTWORTH,

President Oregon & Washington
Lumber Manufacturers’ Association.

Mr. BOURNE. I present a telegram from the Legislature of
the State of Oregon, which I ask may be read and lie on the
table.

There being no objection, the telegram was read and ordered
to lie on the table, as follows:

Hon. JoNATHAN BOURNE, Jr.,
Wash(ﬂgton, D, 0.2
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives, Congress of the

United States.

GeENTLEMEN : Your memorialista, the Leglslative Assembly of the State
of Oregon, would respectfully and earnestly represent to your honorable
body that the pensions now granted under existing laws to the vet-
erans of the Clvil War are, by reason of advancing age and |ncreasing
infirmities, Inadequate to the deserts and need of those old soldiers who
are so rapidly passing aws.{). We therefore urge upon your honorable
body the passage of House bill 20346 (the Sulloway bill), granting in-
creased pensions to the survivors of the Civil War commensurate with
their increasing aafe and infirmities, The number of survivors of the
Civil War is rapidly growing smaller and their ranks are fast becomin
depleted, and we feel that their services to the Nation have been suffi-
cient to warrant the payment to them of the pension provided for in
this bill. It is hereby directed that a copy of this memorial, dul
signed by the president of the senate and the speaker of the house anﬁ
attested by the chief clerks of the two houses, be immediately for-
warded to each of the Oregon Senators and Representatives in Con-

BarLeM, OrEG., February 15, 1911

Adopted by the house February 18, 1011; concurred in by the senate

February 14, 1911,
JouN P. RUSKE, Speaker of the House.
BEN SNELLING, President of Senate.
W. F. DraGer, Chief Clerk of House,
F. H. Frace, Chief Clerk of Senate.

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of Local Chapter,
American Federation of Labor, of Bennington; of General
Stark Council, of Springfield; and of Rising Sun Council, of St.
Johnsburg, Junior Order United American Mechanies, in the
State of Vermont; and of Enterprise Counecil, Junior Order
United American Mechaniecs, of Keyser, W. Va., praying for the
enactment of legislation to further restriet immigration, which
were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented memorials of Prospect Grange, No. 331;
Coldspring Grange, No. 427; Willoughby Lake Grange; Local
Grange of Chester; and of Local Grange of Brandon, Patrons
of Husbandry, all in the State of Vermont, remonstrating
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement
between the United States and Canada, which were referred to
the Commitiee on Finance.

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of Richlands Grange, No.
76, Patrons of Husbandry, of Greenbrier County, W. Va.,
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal
agreement between the United States and Canada, which was
referred to the Committee on Finance.
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He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Parkers-
burg, W. Va., remonstrating against the proposed increase in

the postal rates on magazines and periodicals, which was
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. YOUNG presented petitions of the Trades and Labor
Assembly of Museatine; of Local Union No. 1112, United
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Mar-
shalltown; and of Local Union No. 18, United Association
Journeymen Plumbers, Gas and Steam Fitters, and Steam Fit-
ters’ Helpers, of Sioux City, all in the State of Iowa, praying
for the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration,
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. DEPEW. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legis-
lature of the State of New York, which I ask may be printed
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re-
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

IN AsSSEMBLY, January 23, 911

Mr. Ahern offered for the consideration of the house a resolution in
the words :followlnf:

Whereas the United States possesses one of the finest navy yards in
the world, situate In the borough of Brooklyn, city and State of New
York, and comiﬁrlslng 144 acres of land and 3 miles of water front; and

navy yard Is sufficiently equipped to economically and
expeditiously construct the t class of battleships, as
g?:;‘osstmteg by the building of the U. 8. battleships Connecticut and
a; an

Whereas the maintenance of the well-organized and efficlent mechan-
Ica'; force in said yard, ready to meet any emergency, is demanded ;
an

VWhereas battleships should be built in the Government navy yards,
in order that competition between the private yards shall not be lost
in a combination to overcharge Government ; and

Whereas arrangements have been made for the building of the
battleship New York at the New York Navy Yard, and a movement is
now on Toot to build this vessel at n private yard : Now therefore be it

Resolved (if the senateé concur), at the President of the United
States, the Secretary of the Navy, and the Representatives in Congress
from this State and they bhereby are, requested to strenuousl
op the efort which is being made to have the battleship New Yor
buﬂt in a private yard; and th§v are uested to see that this battle-
ship is built In the New York Navy Yard, where such successful work
has been heretofore done.

Said resolution giving rlse to debate, ordered that the same be laid
on the table.

Jaxvany 30, 1911.

By unanimous consent, Mr. Ahern ealled up his resolution Iin relation
to the construction of Dattleships at the Brooklyn Navy Yard intro-
duced January 23.

Mr. Speaker put the guestion whether the house would agree to said
resolution, and it was determined in the affirmative.

Orderetf, That the clerk deliver said resolution to the senate and

uest their concurrence therein.

&he senate returned the concurrent resolution introduced by Mr.
Ahern In relation to the construction of battleships at the Brooklyn
Navy Yard with a message that they have concurred in the passage of
the same without amendment.

OFFICE OF THE CLERE OF THE ASSEMEBLY.
Brate oF New York, County of Albany, 8s:

I, Luke McHenry, clerk of the assembly, do hereby ecertify that I
have compared the toreguinlg resolution and record of proceedings of
the assembly had thereon with the original thereof as contained in the
original copy of the official journal of the proceedings of the Assemb
of the State of New York of the 23d and 30th days of Januvary, 191
now on file in my office; that the foregoing is a true and correct tran
script of said original resolution and record of the proceedings of the
assembly had thereon on the said dates and of the whole thereof.

In witness whereof I have hereunto afixed my hand and official secal
this 7th day of February, 1911.

Luke McHEXNERY,

Clerk of the Assembly.

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of Local Union No. 103,
Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers, of
Binghamton, N. Y., praying for the repeal of the present oleo-
margarine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

He also presented petitions of the Central Labor Union of
Ithaca; of Local Union No. 1741, United Brotherhood of Car-
penters and Joiners, of Lake Placid; of Washington Camp No.
32, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Warwick; of Charles
De Witt Council, No. 91, Junior Order United American Me-
chanies, of Kingston; and of Local Union No. 31, Brotherhood
of Painters, of Syracuse, all in the State of New York, praying
for the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration,
which were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented petitions of Admiral Cook Camp, No. 69,
United Spanish War Veterans, of Haverstraw; of Local Lodge
No. 330, International Association of Machinists, of Buffalo;
and of sundry citizens of Lancaster, all in the State of New
York, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the
construction of the battleship New York in a Government navy
yard, which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

He also presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union
of Ithaca, N. Y., remonstrating against the repeal of the present

law relative to the printing by the Government of notes, bonds,
and checks, which was referred to the Committee on Printing.

He also presented a petition of the Business Men's Associa-
tion of Auburn, N. Y., praying for the ratification of the pro-
posed reciprocal agreement between the United States and
Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented memorials of Local Granges No. 833, of
Bernhards Bay; No. 841, of Puinam Valley; No. 613, of Maple-
town; No. 43, of Lenox; No. 6, of Honeoye Falls; and of
Shawangunk Grange, No. 1018, of Greenville, all of the Patrons
of Husbandry; and of sundry citizens of Willink and Niagara
Falls, all in the State of New York, remonstrating against the
ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of the Boone and Crockett Club,
of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion providing for the establishment of the Appalachian Forest
Reserve, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of Root Post, No. 151, Grand
Army of the Republic, Department of New York, of Syracuse,
N. Y., and a petition of James Hall Camp, No. 111, Sons of Vet-
erans, of Jamestown, N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-
called old-age pension bill, which were ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. OWEN. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legisla-
ture of the State of Oklahoma, which I ask may be printed in
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re-
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be
printed in the Recozp, as follows:

Senate concurrent resolution 17.

A resolution memorlalizing Congress to pass an act provid
%nltaj of the coal and asphalt lands of the Choctaw and
ations.

Whereas there has been introduced in the Congress of the United
States a bill providing for the eale of the segregated coanl and asphalt
lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Natlons; and
Whereas said bill has been drafted and ngreed upon bf all interests
affected, Indians and white people alike, thereby removing the objec-
tions to said legislation that have heretofore existed, and all interests
affected are now urging its ?uxage, the Indians because it will carry
out the solemn treaty stl¥ula ions contained in the supplementary agree-
ment of 1902, for the sale of their coal and asphalt lands and the dis-
tribution per eapita of the pro and the white people because it
would result in the development and taxation of n large area of land
now wholly undeveloped and untaxable, thereby lightening the burden
of taxation and resulting in g:eat good to-the whole people of the
State of Oklahoma : Therefore it

Resolved bg the senate (the house te'i’r represealatives concurrin
therein), That the Congress of the Uni States be, and the same
hereby, memorialized to pass an act at the present session of Congress
that will result in the early sales of the segregated coal and asphalt
lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations and the distribution of

for the
ickasaw

the proceeds capita u.mm:til the Indians.
Resolved, at a copy of this resolution be forwarded to Hon. T. P.
Gore and the Hon. RoBERT L. OWEN and to the Members of Congress

of Oklahoma, and that they be requested to present the same to Con-
Eress.
Passed by the senate February 6, 1911.
J. ELMER THOMAS,

President pro tempore of Senate.

Passed by the house of representatives February 6, 1911.

W. A. DuraAxT,
Epeaker of House of Representatives.

Mr. OWEN. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legisla-
ture of the State of Oklahoma, which I ask may be printed in
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re-
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

House concurrent resolution 19.

Whereas by act of Congress approved June 28, 1906, the mineral
mtem{s 'thtt.ny belonging to the Osage Tribe of Indians were retained
by the tribe for the period of 25 years, unless otherwise provided by
act of Congress; and

Whereas the said act of Congress also provides for the allotment in
severalty of the lands of the Osage Tribe of Indians, among the mem-
bers of sald tribe without any right or ownership in the minerals under-
neath the surface; an

Whereas the sald reservation of mineral interest to sald tribe Is
operating to the great detriment to the individual members of the tribe,
and is retarding the growth and development of Osage County because
of the fact that it makes land sales difficult and because of the fact
that it prevents the members of said tribes from recelving a fair and
reasonable price for their land.

Therefore we res?ectl‘ully get!tlon that the Congress of the United
States, in a legislation, provide that the minerals now reserved to the
Osage Tribe of Indlans be individualized and placed to the allottees
B0 tfat each allottee will reeeive the minerals underlying the surface
allotted to him.

Passed the house of representatives January 24, 1911.

W. A. DURANT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
Passed the scnate February 7, 1911.
J. ELMER THOMAS,

President pro tempore of the Senate.

I certify that the ailem a:;‘d tgrgegntng is a true and correct copy of
house concurrent resolution No. 19.
5 G. A. Croxerr, Ohief Clerk.
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Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the editor of the
Gazette-Times-Press, of Lancaster, N. H., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to prohibit the printing of certain matter
on stamped envelopes, which was referred to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. WATSON presented the memorial of L. J. R. Drysard
and H. T. Watts, of St. Marys, W. Va., remonstrating against
the passage of the so-called rural parcels post bill, which was
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Natlonal American Al-
liance, of Wheeling, W. Va., praying that an appropriation of
$30,000 be made toward the erection of a monument at Ger-
mantown, Philadelphia, Pa., in commemoration of the founding
of the first permanent German settlement in America, which
was referred to the Committee on the Library.

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the Pennsylvania State
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, praying for the enactment of
legislation providing for the election of United States Senators
by a direct vote of the people, which was ordered to lie on the
table,

He also presented a memorial of the Pennsylvania State
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, remonstrating against any
change being made in the postal rates on periodicals and maga-
zines, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. OVERMAN presented petitions of Local Councils No. b1,
of North Wilkesboro; No. 204, of Ophir; No. 208, of Mebane;
No. 139, of Cliffside; No. 325, of Lowes Grove; No. 101, of
Copeland; No. 111, of Sanford; No. 272, of Powells Point; No.
275, of Rougemont; Smith River Council, No. 71, of Spray; and
of Fred Green Council, No. 99, of East Durham, Junior Order
United American Mechanics; and of Washington Camps No.
23, of Angier; No. 4, of East Spencer; No. 22, of Raleigh; No.
18, of Marion; No. 35, of East Durham; and No. 1, of Winston
Salem, Patriotic Order Sons of America; and of sundry citi-
zens of China Grove, all in the State of North Carolina, pray-
ing for the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigra-
tion, which were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. PAGHE presented a petition of Rising Sun Council, No. 34,
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of North Danville,
Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict
immigration, which was referred to the Committee on Immi-

ation.
ngr. SMITH of South Carolina presented a memorial of
sundry citizens of Heath Spring, 8. C., remonstrating against
any change being made in the postal rates on periodicals and
magazines, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented memorials of Charles Ellis, of Columbia;
K. H, Morgan, of Greenville; Rogers, McCabe & Co., of Charles-
ton; W. E. Smith, of Columbia; the Camperdown Mills, of
Greenville; the People’s Bank of Greenville; the Fountain Inn
Manufacturing Co.; the Simpsonville Cotton Millg, of Green-
ville; of Wade Stackhouse, of Dillon; of C. 8. Webb, of Green-
ville; of 8. M. Jones & Co., of Chester; O’'Donnell & Co., of
Sumter; and of the Woodside Cotton Mills, of Greenville, all
in the State of South Carolina, remonstrating against the pas-
sage of the so-called Scott antioption bill relative to dealing in
cotton futures, which were referred to the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce.

Mr, PAYNTER presented the petition of Mary H. Goodwin, of
Maysville, Ky., praying that she be granted a pension, which
was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. KEAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Mor-
ristown, Elizabeth, Orange, and Millburn, all in the State of
New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called
Seott antioption bill relative to dealing in cotton futures, which
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented the petition of Joseph D. Holmes, of
Orange, N. J,, praying for the ratification of the proposed recip-
rocal agreement between the United States and Canada, which
was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Ie also presented a petition of the Business League of At-
lantie City, N. J., praying for the passage of the so-called
parcels-pest bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens and business
firms of Jersey City, Orange, Ilast Orange, Riverton, New
Brunswick, Bloomfield, Boonton, Hasbrouck Heights, and Pat-
erson, all in the State of New Jersey, and of sundry citizens
of New York City, remonstrating against any increase being
made in the rate of postage on periodicals and magazines, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. SHIVELY presented telegrams in the nature of memorials
from the American Metal Co., of Indianapolis; the Indianapolis
Saddlery, of Indianapolis; the Mooney-Meuller Drug Co., of
Indianapolis; the Trotter Henry Co.,, of Indianapolis; the

American Valve Co., of Indianapolis; of G. A, Schnull, of Indian-
apolis; the Standard Metal Co., of Indianapolis; of James I,
Ross & Co., of Indianapolis; the Havens & Geddes Co., of Indian-
apolis; the Indianapolis Book & Stationery Co., of Indianapolis;
of William Fogarty, of Indianapolis; the Apperson Bros. Auto
Co., of Kokomo; of Ekin Wallick, of Indianapolis; of Juliett V.
Strouse, of Terre Haute; of J. A. Everitt, editor Up-to-date
Farmer, of Indianapolis; of Ed. Noris, treasurer Tribe of
Ben Hur, of Indianapolis; of the Climax Coffee & Baking Pow-
der Co., of Indianapolis; the National Press Association, of In-
dianapolis; the Adsell League, of South Bend; of A. M. Reed,
of Muncie; of the Crawfordsville Typographical Union, of Craw-
fordsville, all in the State of Indiana; of Leo Rae Axtell, of
New Orleans, La.; of the Priscilla Publishing Co., of Boston,
Mass., and of Norman E. Mack, of Buffalo, N. Y., remonstrating
against any increase being made in the rate of postage on peri-
odicals and magazines, which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented memorials of the Sparks Milling Co., of
Terre Haute; F. A. Mosher & Co., of Terre Haute; Otterbein
Grain Co., of Otterbein; and W. H. Evans & Sons, of Otterbein,
all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the passage
of the so-called Scott antioption bill relative to dealing in cotton
futures, which were referred to the Committee on Interstate
Comierce,

He also presented a petition of Lake View Post, No. 276, De-
partment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Syracuse,
Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called old-age pension
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Stone Sawyers' Union, No.
12884, American Federation of Labor, of Bedford, Ind., praying
for the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration,
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented a petition of Porter Local Union No. T4,
Farmers’ Cooperative Educational Union, of Montgomery, Ind.,
and a petition of Thompson Local Union No, 147, Farmers' Co-
operative Educational Union, of Alfordsville, Ind., praying for
the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution providing
for the election of Senators by direct vote, which were ordered
to lie on the table,

He also presented memorials of Lee B. Nusbaum, president
of the Merchants’ Association, of Richmond; of Charles W.
Jordan, of Richmond; of the Havens & Geddes Co., of Indian-
apolis; of the Hinkle Shoe Co., of Evansville; of the Jones
Hardware Co., of Richmond; of the Indiana Retail Hardware
Association, of Richmond, all in the State of Indiana, remon-
strating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill,
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post

Roads.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented petitions of Washington
Camp No. 60, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Boonshoro;
of Banner Council, Junior Order United American Mechanics,
of Keedysville; and of Local Council, Junior Order United
American Mechanics, of Chester, all in the State of Maryland,
praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict im-
migration, which were referred to the Committee on Immigra-
tion.

Mr. WARREN. I present resolutions adopted by the execu-
tive committee of the Home Market Club, of Boston, Mass.,
which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the
Committee on Finance.

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

HOME MARKET CLUB OPPOSED—ASKS DEFEAT OF RECIPROCITY AS “ PERIL
TO INDUSTRIES.”

“ In behalf of our imperiled Industries,” the executive committee of
the Home Market Club yesterday adopted a resolution asking * our
Senators in Congress” to do what they can to prevent the ratification
of thde proposed reciprocity agreement between the United States and
Canada.

The resolutions, which were, it ls announced, unanimously adopted,
are as follows:

“Resolved, That in behalf of our imperiled industries the executive
committee of the Home Market Club, after consulting many members,
respectfully asks our Benators in Congress to do what they can to
prevent the ratificatlon of the Canadian compact at this session, in
order that the people of the three countries most concerned may have
more time to study ihe many questions involved.

“Rezolved, That while mutual benefits may be possible under some recip-
rocal trade arrangement with Canada, the more the pending compact
is studied the more difficult it is to approve it as a whole. It seems
to us contrary to the (rrotectlve principle, which should treat all sec-
tions, all interests, and all countries alike. It not only diseriminates
against our farmers, fishermen, lumbermen, dpulp and paper makers, and
some other industries, but it is accompanied by intimation that further
reductions are contemplated. It is not likely to reduce the cost of liv-
ing, becanse the Canadians and the middlemen will advance prices ac-
cording to their enlarﬁeﬂ opportunity. It will provoke international
ealousies, and probably cause demands for equal concessions under
he * most-favored-nation ' clause in our commercial treaties.
ts and powers of the
respect for President

“Resolved, That with due respect for the ri
executive in negotiating treaties, and with hig
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Taft personally, we yet think that a fiscal and trade arrangement of
such a sweepl.u{{ character as this, which is not a treaty, should have
first received the joint consideration of the tariff committees of

Co! #
"ﬁeaalred, That we think it is a mistake to base a chan%: of this
character upon the assumption that the conditions and costs of pro-

duction are so nearly alike in the two countries that no serious disloca-
tion can result from it, for it is in evidence that in some competing
sections the value of land, the cost of fertilizers, the nse of ship-
building, and the wages of labor are from one-guarter to one-third lower

in Canada than in this country.
“Resolved, That while it was to be expected that commercial bodles,
latures would favor

transportation companies, and ‘tariff-reform' 1
the agreement, there is no warrant for believing that the American
people are desirous of abandoning the poliey of protection, or of making
£0 large an invasion upon it as this agreement involves, and we believe
that every protectionist should resist the encroachment as a menace
to the best interests of his country.

“Resolved, That we entertain such friendship for our Canadian neigh-
bors that we grenttl_g rejoice over their prosperity under protection, but
if we are to glve them the benefit of our great market without a falr
equivalent in exchange, the British preferential, which has not been
reciprocated by the United Kingdom, shonld, in fairness to the United
States, be discontinued.”

Mr. WARREN presented the memorials of Henry Deck, of
New York City, and of Arthur 8. Michel, of Brooklyn, and of
the Leader Printing Co., of New York City, all in the State of
New York, remonstrating against any change being made in the
rates of postage on periodicals and magazines, which were or-
dered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the De Laval Separator Co.,
of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification
of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States
and Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 99,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Leeds, Me., and a memorial of North
Haven Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of North *Haven, Me.,
remostrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal
agreement between the United States and Canada, which were
referred to the Committee on Finance.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr, CULLOM. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign
Itelations, to which were referred certain telegrams and memo-
rials relating to the ratification of the proposed reciprocal
agreement between the United States and Canada, to ask that
the committee be discharged from their further consideration,
and that they be referred to the Committee on Finance.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations will be discharged and the papers
will be referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 16268) for the relief of
Thomas Seals, reported it with an amendment and submitted a
report (No. 1169) thereon.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on Commerce,
to which was referred the bill (8. 10559) to designate St. An-
drew, Fla., as a subport of entry, reported it without amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 1166) thereon.

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill (H. R. 32128) granting pensions and increase
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than
the Civil War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such
soldiers and sailors, reported it with amendments and submit-
ted a report (No.1170) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred
certain bills granting pensions and increase of pensions, sub-
mitted a report (No. 1167), accompanied by a bill (8, 10817)
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers
and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers
and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, which was
read twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the fol-
Jowing Senate bills heretofore referred to the committee:

8. 2968. Charles B. Flynn.

8. 6710. George N. Holden.

S. 8616. Humphrey L. Carter.

S. 8833. John Kenney.

8, 9151. Duncan A. Gray.

S. 9868, William P. Armstrong.

8. 10043. Christopher J. Rollis.

S.10137. Samuel 8. Householder.

§. 10285, Jesse I. Steele.

S.10343. Lillian A. Wilmot.

S.10403. George E. Seneff.

8, 10480. William L. Parks.

8,10588. John A. West.

8. 10686. Jen Rody Chauncey.

8. 10708. Gilford Ratliff.

8.10709. Polk R. Kyle.

8.10814. John D. Smith.

AMr. ROOT, from the Committee on the Library, to which was
referred the bill (8. 2737) autherizing the purchase of 13 his-
torical paintings, submitted an adverese report (No. 1171)
thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed in-
definitely.

Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 15566) for the relief of H. M. Dick-
son, William T. Mason, the Dickson-Mason Lumber Co., and
D. L. Boyd, reported it without amendment and submitted a .
report (No. 1173) thereon.

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
were referred certain bills granting pensions and inerease of
pensions, submitted a report (No. 1168), accompanied by a bill
(8. 10818) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, which was read
twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the following
Senate bills heretofore referred to the committee:

S. 49, James R. Vassar.

8.150. Charles L. Randall.

8.361. Amos Stewart.

8. 689, Armstead Fletcher,

8. 1431, George W. Spray.

8. 2463. David C. Nigh.

8. 2582, Josephus Clark.

8. 2770. Charles Maxwell Waterman,

8. 3883. Eli F. Holland.

8. 4168. David E. Fisher.

8. 4177. George F. Woods.

8. 4469. Olive C. Dodge.

8.4543, William Carpenter,

8. 4643. Elvira E. Chase.

8. 4883. Joseph D. Power.

8.4979. Lydia J. Taylor.

8. 4994. George H. Wallace.

5209, Richard M. Capen.
5231. John D. Trevallee,
5241. Margaret H. Flint.
. Francis M. Webb.
5590. George F. Cooper.
5772, Anton Zwinge.
. James W. Ward.
Frank W. Sencebaugh.
William N. Johnson,
. Thomas H. Morris.
William C. Knox.
. Elijah C. Davey.
Robert H. Johnson.
. James W. Broom,
. Annie G. Long.
George W. Rauch.
Alfred Anderson.
. John H. Iott.
. Francis M. Ross. <
General 1. Boso.
Harvey W. Hewitt.
. Francis M. Truax.
. Patrick H. Conarty.
Patrick J. Conway.
John Richardson.
Joseph M. Alexander,
John E. Moon.
David Riel.
William H. Meece.
. Chesley Payne.
Elizabeth Lucas.
Robert Bell.
. Joseph Hiler.
Andrew Pea.
. Oliver Yake,
. Charles Nobles.
. Stephen K. Taylor.
. Benjamin F. Johnston,
. Freeborn H. Price.
Charles H. Lamphier,
. Patrick O'Brien.
Malinda Wilson.
Fannie Ladd.
Edward Tippens.
Kinsman Boso.
William Burris.
Charles C. Edwards.
Ellen M. Corsa.
Alexander McDonald,
Isaac N. Dysard.
William H. Hills.

-
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8. 8880, Ira A. Kneeland.

8. 8803. Fernando 8. Philbrick,
8. 8807. Chandler Swift.

8. 8925. Pleasgnt H. Latimer,
§. 8026. John Bigley.

8. 8975, William H. Gosset.

8. 8077. Thomas Murray.

8. 0022, William Swinburn,

8. 9209, Morris Thomas.

8. 9210, Gullien Tullion.

8. 9217, Samuel A. Sanders,
8. 9257, Winfield 8. Janes.

S. 9261, William H. Fields,

S. 9265, Solomon Peck.

S. 95284, Frank J. Clark.

8. 9203. Benjamin Bortz.

8. 9204, Cyrus Wilson.

8. 0350. Perkins H. Bagley, jr.
S.9414. Alfred L. Tucker.

8. 0444, Francis J. Trowe.

8. 9458, Melissa J. Kauffman.
8. 9545, Lewis H. Shiery.

8. 9548, Andrew Marsh.

8, 9562, William W. Fraser.
8. 9564, Joseph C. Monk.
8.9567. Eli N. Swerdfeger.

8. 95693, David H. Frink.

8. 90609. Eli Adams.

8. 9612, Benjamin F. Fulton.
8. 9628, Frederick Shulley.

8. 9631. David Stanard.

8. 9680. Daniel Younker.

S. 9696. Benjamin Bennett.

8. 9700. Margaret J. Brownell,
8.9703. T. Price Line.

8. 9704, Rose E. White.

8. 9735. John Hines.

8.9741, Austin Betters.

8. 9752, Thomas Posey.
8.9753. Henry McBrien.

8. 9702, Arthur W. Cox.

8. 9820. William H. H. Ranger.
8. 9861, James M, Chambers,
S.9867. Mary C. Galbraith.

8. 9937. Wright T. Ellison.
S.9939. Benjamin T. Stevens.
8. 10004. Richard Dent.

8. 10042, John Ilose.

S.10047. Mark Smith.

8. 10060, William B. Knapp.
8.10062. Mary P. Meade,

8. 10064. William W. Edwards.
8.10142. Essie Pursel.

8. 10150. Andrew Schoonmaker,
$.10195. Jacob Mathews.
8.10199. George W. Fouts.
S8.10222, George W. McAllister.
8.10237. Charles H. McCarroll.
8.10303. Edward J. Miller.
8.10306. John M. Staples.
8.10335. Harry G. Bingner.

8. 10340. Theodore Clark.

8. 10360. Michael Wiar,
8.10393. William MecGlone.

8. 10459. Alexander Wilson.

8. 10460. Calvin Buntan,
8.10501. Lucia W. Huxford.
8. 10504. James Doyle.

8. 10511, Charles O. Chapman.
8.10515. John 8. Cilley.

8. 10587. James H. Thompson.
8. 10615. Benjamin F. B. Holmes.
8.10639. Ida M. Elder.

8. 10645. Thomas Loughney.
8. 10650, William U. Thayer.
8.10652. John Walsh.

8. 10654. Marcellus E. McKellup,
8. 10655. George T. Kerans,
8.10656. Byron Rudy.
8.10659., William A. Leech.
8.10673. Anna H. Fitch.
8.10674. Andrew J. Fogg.

8. 10689. Otis Johnson.

8. 10697, Joseph P. Pittman,
8. 10698. Henry G. Tuttle.

8.10717. William Hise.

§.10729. James H. Morley.

8.10776. Frank N. Jameison.

8.10797. Edward J. Moss.

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill (8. 5541) granting a pension to Margaret
Gately, submitted an adverse report (No. 1174) thereon, which
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely.

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (8. 10791) to eliminate from forest
and other reserves certain lands included therein for which
the State of Idaho had, prior to the creation of said reserves,
made application to the Secretary of the Interior under its
granis that such lands be surveyed, reported it without
amendment.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 10707) to consolidate certain forest lands in the Kansas
National Forest, reported it with amendments and submitted a
report (No. 1175) thereon.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on TForeign
Relations, to which was referred the bill (8. 6119) to give effect
to the provisions of a treaty between the United States and
Great Britain concerning the fisheries in waters contiguous to
the United States and the Dominion of Canada, signed at Wash-
ington on April 1, 1908, and ratified by the United States Sen-
ate April 13, 1908, reported it with an amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 1176) thereon.

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 10770) fixing the rank of mili-
tary attachés, reported it without amendment and submitted a
report (No. 1177) thereon.

Mr. SMITH of Maryland, from the Committee on Naval
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 24145) for the
establishment of marine schools, and for other purposes, re-
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No.
1178) thereon.

Mr. FLINT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which .
was referred the bill (H. R. 32344) to protect the locators in
good faith of oil and gas lands who shall have effected an
actual discovery of oil or gas on the public lands of the United
States, or their successors in interest, reported it with amend-
ments and submitted a report (No. 1179) thereon.

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 15th in-
stant, relative to the construction of two revenue cutters au-
thorized by the act approved April 21, 1910, ete., intended to be
proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favor-
ably thereon and moved that it be printed and, with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations,
which was agreed to.

KIOBRARA RIVEE DAM, NEBRASEA.

Mr. BROWN. From the Commitiee on Military Affairs, I
report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R.
31662) granting five years' extensiom of time to Charles H.
Cornell, his assigns, assignees, successors, and grantees, in
which to construet a dam across the Niobrara River on the
Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, and to construct electric
light and power wires and telephone line and trolley or electric
railway, with telegraph and telephone lines, across said reserva-
tion, and I submit a report (No. 1162) thereon. The bill re-
lates alone to the extension of time originally fixed in an act
passed by Congress five years. It is very short, and I ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection,
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con-
sideration.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LEASE OF SENECA INDIAN LAND.

Mr. PAGE. From the Committee on Indian Affairs I report
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 81056) to
ratify a certain lease with the Seneca Nation of Indians, and I
submit a report (No. 1161) thereon. It is a bill which will
require no debate and its passage is very important. I ask
unanimous consent for its immediate conslderation.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection,
the Senate, as -in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its
consideration. It ratifies and confirms a lease bearing date
August 10, 1910, between the Seneca Nation of Indians on the
Cattaraugus and Allegany Reservations, in the State of New
York, and Edward Bolard, of Cattaraugus County, N. Y.: but
the lessee or his assigns shall file a bond for the benefit of the
lessor in the sum of $25,000 for the faithful performance of
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the terms of said lease, to be approved by the Secretary of the
Interior.

Tue bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LAND AT OMAK, WASH.

Mr. JONES. From the Committee on Public Lands T report
back favorably without amendment the bill (8. 10756) granting
publie lands to the town of Omak, State of Washington, for
public-park purposes, and I submit a report (No. 1164) thereon.
The bill simply authorizes the town of Omak to buy a little
less than 30 acres for public-park purposes. I ask for its imme-
diate consideration.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid-
eration. It grants and conveys, for publie-park purposes, to
the town of Omak, county of Okanogan, State of Washington,
a municipal corporation, the following-described lands, or so
much thereof as said town may desire, to wit: All of Govern-
ment lot No. 3, section 25; and all of Government lot No. 4,
section 26, both lying in township 34 north, and range 26 east
of Willamette meridian, and containing 29.12 acres, more or
less.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

LAND AT TRINIDAD, COLO,

Mr. THORNTON. From the Committee on Public Lands I
report back favorably with amendments the bill (8. 10591) to
grant certain lands to the city of Trinidad, Colo., and I submit
a report (No. 1163) thereon. The bill is recommended by the
department and the right of the Government has been safe-
guarded. It seems that this city is in the semiarid region of
Colorado, and it is very necessary that it should get this land
as soon as possible on account of its water supply. Under the
circumstances, I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
_sideration of the bill

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection,
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con-
sideration.

The amendments were, on page 1, line 7, before the word
“acres,” to strike out “one hundred and sixty” and insert
“forty; " in line 13, after the word *“ use,” to strike out the
words “ and behoof forever; " on page 2, line 12, after the words
“ United States,” to insert the following proviso: “And pro-
vided, That there shall be reserved to the United States all oil,
coal, and other mineral deposits that may be found in the land
so granted, and all necessary use of the lands for extracting
the same; ” and in line 12, after the words “And provided,” to
insert the word “further,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the followinﬁ-descrlbed lands, situnate in Las
Animas County, Colo., namely : The southwest quarter of the northeast
quarter of section 198, in township 32 south, range 68 west of the sixth
principal meridian, containing 40 acres, more or 1 be, and the same
are hereby, granted and conve(::ed to the city of Trinidad, in the county
of Las Anilmas and State of Colorado, upon the payment of $1.25 per
acre by said city to the United States. The above lands are granted
and conveyed to the city of Trinidad, to have and hold for its separate
use for purposes of water storage and protection of water supply; and
for sald purposes said city shall forever have the right, in its dis-
cretion, to control and usé and all parts of the premlises herein
conveyed, and In the construction of reservoirs, laying such pipes and
mains, and in making sach Improvements as may be necessary to utilize
the water contained in any natural or constructed rvolrs upon sald

remises, and to protect its water supply from pollution and otherwise:

rovided, however, That the grant hereby made is and the patent issued
hereunder shall be subject to all legal rights heretofore acquired by any
persons or persons in or to the above-described premises, or any part
thereof, and now existing under and by virtue of the laws of the United
States : And provided, That there shall be reserved to the United States
all oil, coal, and other mineral deposits that may be found in the lands
so granted, and all necessary use of the lands for extracting the same:
Ang ovided further, That the lands hereby authorized to be pur-
chased, as hereinbefore set forth, and all portions thereof shall be held
and used by or for the said grantee for the {)urggses herein specified
and in the event the sald lands shall cease to g0 used they shall
revert to the Uniled States, and this condifion shall be expressed in
the patent to be Issued under the terms of this act.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred-in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

OSAGE INDIAN LANDS.

Mr. OWEN. From the Committee on Indian Affairs I report
back favorably the bill (8. 10606) supplementary to and amend-
atory of the act entitled “An act for the division of the lands
and funds of the Osage Nation of Indians in Oklahoma,” ap-
proved June 28, 1906, and for other purposes, and I submit a re-
port (No. 1172) thereon. I ask for the present consideration
of the bill

The Secretary read the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. KEAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Oklahoma
two or three questions.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I ask that the report of the See-
retary of the Interior be read. It is a very short explanatory
account of the bill :

Mr. KEAN. I understand that this bill does not increase the
enrollment of the Osage Nation.

Mr. OWEN. No.

Mr. KEAN. That it is only to allow them to allot their lands,
and that it is recommended by the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. OWEN. It is.

Mr. KEAN. And it is thought to be very necessary.

Mr. OWEN. Yes, sir.

Mr. KEAN. And it is also approved by the Osage Tribe of
Indians.

Mr. OWEN. Yes, sir. E

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, T object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the
bill goes to the calendar.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, notwithstanding the objection
of the Senator from Arkansas, I move that the Senate proceed
to the consideration of the bill. It is a departmental bill, and
I ask that the report of the Secretary of the Interior be read
in regard to it.

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the bill been reported to-day, Mr.
President?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been reported
to-day. and the Chair does not think the motion of the Senator
from Oklahoma is in order.

Mr. GALLINGER. Under the rule the bill must go over one
day, if objected to.

Mr. OWEN. Then I ask that the bill lie on the table until
to-morrow.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Okla-
homa asks that the bill lie on the table until to-morrow. Is
there objection?

Mr. DAVIS. I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas
objects. The bill will go to the calendar. .

ST. ANDREW (FLA.) SUBPORT OF ENTRY.

Mr. TALTAFERRO. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (8. 10559) to designate St. Andrew,
Fla., as a subport of entry, which was reported favorably this
morning from the Committee on Commerce by the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. SytH].

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the
bill—

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I object. I think some of
the Senators who are waiting here to make reports and then
to attend to other matters ought not to be subjected to waiting
for the consideration of every bill which is reported.

Mr. TALTAFERRO. This bill will not take two minutes. It
is a very short bill.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would gladly yield to the Senator from
Florida, but this has been going on here for a half hour or
more. I have simply been waiting for an opportunity to pre-
sent a report, so that I can leave the Chamber, to attend to
another matter.

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I withdraw the request, Mr. President,
until the Senator from South Dakota has had an opportunity
to make his report.

Mr. TALTAFERRO subsequently said: Mr, President, T renew
the request for the consideration of the bill (8. 10559) to des-
ignate St. Andrew, Fla., as a subport of entry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill.
Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to make St.
Andrew, in the State of Florida, a subport of entry in the dis-
trict of Pensacola, and provides that the necessary customs
officers may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury,
be stationed at that subport, with authority to enter and clear
vessels, receive duties, fees, and other moneys, and perform such
other services as, in his judgment, the interest of commerce may
require, and that the officers shall receive such compensation as
he may allow.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,
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LANDS ON DAUPHIN ISLAND, ALA,

Mr. JOHNSTON. From the Committee on Military Affairs
I report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (8. 10638)
to authorize the Secretary of War to sell certain lands owned
by the United States and sitnated on Dauphin Island, in Mobile
County, Ala., and I submit a report (No. 1165) thereon. I ask
unanimous consent for its present consideration.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for the
information of the Senate.

The Secretary read the bill, and there being mo objection,
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its
consideration. It authorizes the Secretary of War to sell so
much or such parts of that certain tract of land condemned
and held by the United States, and situated on Dauphin Island,
in Mohile County, Ala., being a tract of 900 acres, more or less,
constituting the eastern end of said island, as may not be rea-
sonably necessary for present or prospective military or cog-
nate purposes, for such consideration or upon such terms as
he may find reasonable, not less than the original cost, and
to execute deeds therefor.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ‘or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED.

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows: .

By Mr. LODGE:

A bill (8. 10819) providing for the refund of certain duties
incorrectly collected on cutch; to the Committee on Finance.

A bill (8, 10820) granting a pension to Pierce O'Connell
(with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CULLOM:

A bill (8. 10821) granting an increase of pension to Chastina
E. Hawley; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GAMBLE:

A bill (8. 10822) to extend the time for the completion of a
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Yankton, 8. Dak.,
by the Winnipeg, Yankton & Gulf Railroad. Co.; and

A bill (8. 10823) to extend the time for the completion of a
bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, 8. Dak., by the
Yankton, Norfolk & Southern Railway Co.; to the Committee
on Commerce.

By Mr. SCOTT:

A bill (8. 10824) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
I. Reed (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. JONES:

A bill (8. 10825) granting an increase of pension to John
Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RAYNER (by request):

A bill (8. 10826) for the relief of the legal representatives of
George Neitzey, deceased, surviving partner of Neitzey & Acker;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GORE:

A bill (8. 10827) to appropriate the sum of $£100,000 for the
drilling of experimental artesian wells; to the Committee on
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands.

By Mr. CRANE:

A bill (8. 10828) for the relief of 8. and W. Welsh and others;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. OWEN:

A bill (8. 10829) providing for the payment of the claims of
the Shawnee and Delaware Indians;

A bill (8. 10830) providing pnyment of the claims of the
Pawnee Tribe of Indians against the United States; and

A bill (8. 10831) providing for the payment of the claims for
equalization of Creek allotments; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. OVERMAN:

A bill (8. 10832) for the relief of A. M. Williams, jr., ad-
ministrator of Edward Cleve; to the Committee on Claims

By Mr. GORE:

A Dbill (8. 10833) granting an increase of pension to Albert J.
%ﬂs (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-

ns.

By Mr. BRADLEY (by request) :

A Dbill (8. 10834) for the relief of Fred Stitzel, surviving
partner of the firm of Stitzel Bros.; and

A bill (8. 10855) for the relief of the estate of Willlam W.
Parrish, deceased; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. NELSON:

A bill (8. 10836) to authorize the Minnesota River Improve-
ment & Power Co. to construet dams across the Minnesota
River; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. GALLINGER:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 144) authorizing the printing of
2,500 copies of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on the Dis-
triet of Columbia.

AMENRDMENTS TO AFPPROPRIATION BILLS,

Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment proposing to in-
crease the appropriation for the erection and completion of the
post-office and customhouse building at Wilmington, N. C,,
to the amount of $200,000, etc., intended to be proposed by
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and or-
dered to be printed.

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment relative to the con-
veyance by the United States to the Government of Porto Rico
of all the rights and title to the buildings and grounds of the
insane asylum, known as the “ Beneficencia Building,” and the
buildings and grounds known as the “ San Juan Military Hos-
pital,” in San Juan, P. R., etc., intended to be proposed by
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—A. J. G. KANE.

On motion of Mr. DEPEW, it was

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the ales of the
Senate the apers accompanying Senate bill 6651, Sixty-first Congress,
to correet the military record of A. J. G. Kane, ‘there having been no
adverse report thereon.

. POSTAGE ON PERIODICALS.
Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
351), wh.lch was referred to the Committee on Printing:

Res That there be printed 25, 000 of Senate Document
No. 820 Sftty ﬂrst Congress, third msion ters from the Postmas-
ter General to Hon. Boies PENROSE rela.tive to the scctlon of the postal
appropriation blll that provides for an increase In th ?osta.ge rate on

the advertising portions of riodical publications mailed as second-
class matter,” for the use otp?‘.ha Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads.

IMPROVEMENT OF THE ANACOSTIA FLATS.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have a letter from the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting the
second report of Mr. Hugh T. Taggart, special counsel, on the
ownership of lands and riparian rights along the Anacostia
River, in the District of Columbia. Mr. Taggart made a former
report, which was printed as a Senate document. I move that
the letter and report be referred to the Committee on Printing,
with the view to having them printed as a Senate document. I
submit the following resolution, which I ask may be read and
referred to the Committee on Printing:

There being no objection, the resolution (8. Res. 350) was
read and referred to the Committee on Printing, as follows:

Resolved, That the letter from t‘he Commissioners of the District of
Columbia fransmltUng the second rt of Mr. Hugh T. T
:E:cial counsel, on the ownership of ands and rlps.rian rights ong

costia River in the District of Calu.mbla. be printed with accom-
panying illusirations as a document.

STOREKEEPERS AND GAUGERS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
amendment of the House of Representatives to the amendment
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 27837) to amend the provisions
of the act of March 3, 1885, limiting the compensation of store-
keepers, gaugers, and storekeeper-gaugers, in certain cases to
$2 a day, and for other purposes, which was, in line 4 of the
amendment, after the words “compensation is,” to insert
Ll noW'"

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate concur in the amend-
ment of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

LUMBER INDUSTRY OF THE UNITED STATES.

Mr. SMOOT. On February 14 the President sent a message
to the Senate transmitting a report of the Commissioner of
Corporations on the lumber industry of the United States, and
it was ordered to be printed as a public document. I find in
that report three illustrations. I ask the Senate for authority
to print the illustrations.

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing and
agreed to, as follows:

Ordered, That there be prl.uted with Senate Document No. 818,
Bixty-first Co ‘M from the President of the
United States tttng in mponse to Senate resolution of January
3 1901.Parti.o‘tauummaryre rt of the Com oner of Corpo-
rations, on the lumber industry of the United Btates,” the illnstrnﬁuns
accompanying the same.

TELEPOST CO.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, some weeks ago, at the
request of the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BULKELEY],
I asked that the bill (H. R, 19402) to enable the Telepost Co.
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to construet its plant, operate the same, and transact its busi-
ness in the Distriet of Columbia, and to make necessary con-
nections with other parts of its system, be placed on the calendar
under Rule IX. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER]
was not present on that day. He made the report on the bill,
and he feels that it ought to go back under Rule VIII. I make
the request that it be placed at the bottom of the first page of
the calendar under Rule VII.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no opjec-
tion to the request of the Senator from New Hampshire, and
it will be agreed to.

RIGHTS OF THE SENATE.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privi-
lege. I send to the Secretary’s desk a paper with a marked
article to which I desire to call the attention of the Senate. It
is one that reflects upon the integrity and the character of the
Senate, and imputes to it motives irreconcilable with honor and
dignity.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the
Secretary will read as requested.

The Secretary read from the Washington Post of Thursday,
February 16, 1911, as follows:

TAFT CAN PASS PACT—SENATE WILL ACT ON RECIPROCITY IF PRESIDENT

INSISTS—IN FEAR OF EXTRA SESSION—REPUBLICAN LEADERS BELIEVE

PRESIDENT IN POSITION TO FORCE ACTION ON AGREEMENT—CONFERS

WITH CRANE AT WHITE HOUSE—MAY PICKE LODGE TO CONDUCT CAM-
PAIGN—BURTON TELLS OF MEASURE.

The Canadian reciprocity agreement was recelved In the Senate yester-
day in the ordinary course of business without demonstration and was
formally referred to the Committee on Finance, where it will be glven
consideration and eventuallf reported back for final action. What its
fate will be 18 problematiecal. he most determined standpatters rreee?
admit there will be a majority for the agreement if a vote is reached.
In the judgment of Senators who have participated in many a long-
l'oufht and hotly contested legislative battle there is but one way in
which to bring this agreement to a vote.

The President can compel action if he deems it of suficlent importance
to crack the whip. If the President lets the Senate know, not by inti-
mation or su ion, but in language so plain that the most unwilling
listener must interpret his mes to mean an extraordinary session
if the Senate fails to act, there will be a vote. If the Presideni declines
to fm to that extreme, the agreement will never get further along its
legislative road than the calendar.

ft in this fashlon as a discredited heritage to the next Congress
the whole battle will have to be fought over again or reciprocity lai
aside for general revision of the tarif in accordance with Democratic
ideas as to what constitutes revision,

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the Senate can not pass this
over without some attention, unless it has so completely lost its
self-respect as to be not entitled to the respect of any other
person. A charge that any Member of this body i to be in-
fluenced by the crack of the whip of anybody else is a charge
of cowardice which would not be received without resentment
by anyone but a coward. To charge that a coordinate branch
of this Government can compel another of the coordinate
branches to act other than in pursuance of its judgment and
conscientious duty under oath is to charge that body with
corruption. They charge corruption against the coordinate body
that would attempt to influence it, and they charge cowardice
and corruption against the body that would be influenced by it.
Are we going to sit here in silence under such charges? There
is no party politics in a matter of this kind; it is one that goes
to the question of the honor and the dignity of this body and
of every Member of it. That it shall be stated in the public
press, that sits and walks upon the floor of this Chamber by
the courtesy of the BSenate, that the Senate is venal and
cowardly, is a thought intolerable to be contemplated. So long
as the Senate retains its self-respect and its claim to the high
position that it does hold in the Government of the United
States and among the nations of the earth, if it fails %o resent
a statement of this kind made by somebody who is enjoying
the courtesy of the Senate, then it will be entitled to just so
much respect as is given it by those who are responsible for
such statements.

I have heard it charged within a few days on another oc-
casion that the pressure of the White House would be sufficient
to swerve men in this body from the performance of their duty
under their oaths.
the threat that Members of this body might be called upon for
a further consideration of the measures before them in an extra
session would be sufficient to make them retreat from their
conscience; stamp themselves before the world as without a
conscience. For that purpose I have called the attention of the
Senate to this publication in order that it may not go unnoticed ;
that we are being charged by those who are the recipients of
courtesy and favor at our hands with crimes that are blacker
than those that occupy the attention of the criminal courts of
the land.

I heard it stated and saw it printed that [

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR PORTO RICO.

Mr. DEPEW. I ask for the consideration of the special
order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New
York asks that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the
special order, the title of which will be stated.

The SecreTAry. A bill (H. R. 23000) to provide a civil gov-
ernment for Porto Rico, and for other purposes.

The Senate, as in Comimittee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill.

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to the end
of section 5.

Mr. ROOT. I rise to inquire whether the reading of the bill
is under such circumstances that there is assumed to be an
a;;sent by the Senate to the portions that are read as we go
along. g

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not at all. The bill will be
open to action as in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. ROOT. I do not wish to interfere at all with the prog-
ress of the bill, but lest it might happen that the sixth section
of the bill should come up while I am out of the Chamber I
wish now to say that I object to it, and that I shall ask the
Benate to give it the most serious consideration upon its merits
before it is passed upon.

Mr. FLETCHER. What section is that?

Mr. ROOT. It is the sixth section, which confers citizenship
upon the people of Porto Rico.

* The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill.

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The pending bill is one of some
importance, and I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas
suﬁgests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names: !

Bankhead Crane Johnston Root

Borah Crawford Jones Beott
Bourne Culberson Kean Shively
Bradley Cullom (] Bimmons
Briggs Cummins McCumber Bmith, Mich.
Bristow Davis Nelson Bmith, 8. C.
Brown DeHew Nixon Bmoot
Bulkeley Dillingham Oliver Stephenson
Burkett Fletcher Owen Butherland
Burnham Flint Page Warner
Burrows Frazier Paynter Warren
Burton F‘ge Penrose Watson
Carter Gallinger Percy Wetmore
Chamberlain Gamble Perkins Young

Clap Gronna Piles

Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Rayner

Clarke, Ark. Heyburn Richardson

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-five Senators have re-
sponded to their names. There is a quorum present,

Mr., DEPEW. Mr. President, the unfinished business will be
in order in about a minute, and I therefore ask unanimous con-
sent that this bill, having been read through, be taken up to-
morrow morning immediately after the routine business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of the Porto Rican government bill immediately after
the completion of morning business to-morrow.

Mr. KEAN. Not to interfere with appropriation bills.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not to interfere with appro-
priation bills.

Mr. SMOOT. Or the unfinished business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from New York?

Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senator from New York that I
am sorry to object, but I want to get the pension bill up, and
I shall insist to-morrow morning, if the opportunity presents
itself, upon its being taken up in lieu of the bill for Porto Rico.
Consequently I shall have to object.

Mr. DEPEW. Objection having been made to to-morrow
‘morning, I make the same request for Saturday morning.

Mr. OWEN. I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator makes the same
request for the Porto Rican bill for Saturday morning. Is there
objection ?

Mr. SCOTT. I shall have to object to that as I did to the
other, unless I can get the consideration of the pension bill
We have only two weeks left of the session, and that is an im-
portant bill to a great number of people. While I dislike very
much to object to the request of many friend, the Senator from
New York, I do not want anything to interfere to prevent getting
that bill up.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the
bill goes to the calendar. ]

ELECTION OF SBENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 e’clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business,
which is Senate joint resolution 134.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 134) proposing an
amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall
be elected by the people of the several States.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Sen-
ate while I discuss for a time, as briefly as I may, the amendment
offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHERLAND]. I have
spoken before upon the general proposition which is involved in
the amendment proposed by the committee, and I shall not again
ask the patience of the Senate to discuss the general proposi-
tion. I feel compelled to discuss the amendment offered by
the Senator from Utah, first, because as yet nothing has been
said as to why the joint resolution has been offered in its pres-
ent form by those who brought in the report from the commit-
tee, and, secondly, because of some of the rather extraordinary
statements which have been made as to the effect which will
follow in case of the change proposed in Article I, section 4.

The proposed amendment to the Constitution as it was re-
ported from the committee was not new or original with the
Judiciary Committee. Those who were authorized to report a
resolution of some form made considerable investigation as to
the different resolutions and the forms which they have taken
in the last 30 or 40 years during the time that this matter
has so often been before Congress. Among other resolutions
covering the general subject matter was the resolution in exact
word and phrase as it was reported from the committee. It
passed the House by a two-thirds vote in 1892 or 1893, and it
seemed to incorporafe the views of the friends of the resolution
generally, although there have been differences of opinion as to
details at all times, as there naturally would be as to a resolu-
tion of this kind.

I desire to say in all frankness that for myself I think that
the States can best do everything which the National Govern-
ment can do under Article I, section 4, other than those things
which the National Government can do without Article I, sec-
tion 4. If those who are opposing this amendment in its pres-
ent form and supporting the proposed amendment of the Sena-
tor from Utah could show to those who are favoring it that it
would have the effect which has in general terms been claimed,
I doubt if it would have any support upon either side of this
Chamber., But, as a matter of fact, the things which the
Government may do without section 4, as has been determined
by the court, is practically what it may do with section 4,
with certain exceptions, which I will call attention to in a
few moments.

I believe that a popular election is essentially a matter of
local concern, and is one of those things which the State can
best control and direct. I think that it is at all times our
duty to retain to the States those matters which are essentially
local and to give to the National Government those things
alone which are essentially national in their scope and purpose.
An election, a popular election in particular, is always a matter
of local concern—the manner in which it shall be held, those
who may participate in it, and the method of securing and
ascertaining the result.

Very few States in the Union have election laws in all par-
ticulars similar. Indeed, there have been conditions in many
States, outside of the South, where it would have been most
unfortunate if any national interference had been had on the
part of the National Government. Maine has her election laws
as they have been worked out through the experience of her
people through a hundred years; Wisconsin and Oregon and
the other States have their election laws comporting and con-
forming to their idea of conducting a popular election; and the
States in other parts of the Union have worked out, according
to their experience and their wisdom, a system and a method
of conducting their elections which best represent the judgment
and the wisdom of the people of those particular States. They
pre as diversified and as well individualized as the different
States of the Union themselves. It is, therefore, a matter of
local concern essentially pertaining to the States as to how
they shall best take and measure the judgment of their people
at the polls.-

In readjusting our form of government to the conditions
which grow up from decade to decade and century to century
we should always keep in mind the principle upon which the
fathers constructed the Government, and that is, that those
things which are essentially local should be left to the States,
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and those things which are national should be given over to the
National Government.

Mr. Lincoln in a very notable address upon one occasion said:

To malntain inviolate the rights of the States to order and conirol
under the Constitution their own affairs by their own judgment exclu-
sively is essential for the preservation of that balance of power on which
our institutions rest.

We have not hesitated in the last 40 years to transfer powers
theretofore belonging exclusively to the States to the National
Government. I do not find fault with that proposition so long
as those powers transferred are in their nature national and
essentially of the scope of the entire couniry. But as this
method proceeds and gradually gathers up and draws to the
National Government those things which are national, if we
would keep that balance of power so essential to our form of
government, it is for us to see that those things which are essen-
tially local shall also be retained to the State.

Justice Harlan, a great jurist and a great patriot, in an ad-
dress delivered in New York some time ago said:

A national government for national affairs and a State government
for State affairs is the foundation rock upon which our Institutions rest,
and any serious departure from that principle would bring disaster upon
the American system of free government.

A distinguished lawyer in New York, Mr. John R. Dos Passos,
has, within the last few weeks, written an article upon this
particular subject of the election of Senators by a direct vote,
and while I do not agree with the brilliant author in all his
conclusions, I want to read a paragraph from this notable ad-
dress:

The more we encroach upon BState sovereignty the more the trend
toward natlonalism becomes visible, to the consequent destruction of
our theory of a federation of States, and the advantages of that
form of government are gradually lost sight of. The States bear the
same relation to the central Government that a domestic family bear
to a munlcipnllty. The family looks after its own particnlar foyer in
its own way—Iit eats, drinks, lives according to its own conceptions
of health and propriety, without interference by the municipality.
The latter supervises the public concerns, the highways, the streets,
the schools; it intrudes not into the domestic affairs Of its citizens,
The same relation should exist in practice as it does in theory be-
tween each Individual Btate and the central Government. In the
performance of its State daties it has no superior; its citizens under-
stand its wants; they are alive to its interests and their State pride
makes them ambitious to see their State thrive and advance. But in
proportion to the weakening of Btate sovereigntg the interests of its
citizens wane, and soon State independence and individuality disa
pear, all power becomes vested in a central Government, the dom c
interest of the citizen in his State eventually dles, and the people are
governed by a national head.

I do not know how we are to keep alive that civie pride and
that civie energy—that interest which all citizens should have
in the great affairs of which each is a component part—if we
take from them those responsibilities which should rest upon
them in the discharge of those duties that pertain to matters
essentially local. If there is any one proposition which may be
gaid in every sense to be a local matter of State concern, indi-
vidualized by the people, it is the manner of conducting a popu-
lar election. Mr. President, after the people have ceased to have
the intelligence and the patriotism and the pride to conduct a
popular election in a proper way, protected from fraud and cor-
ruption and dishonesty, how long will the National Government
operate at Washington?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Idaho yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. BORAH. I do.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator from Idaho think
that the election of a Senator of the United States in a State
is purely a matter of local concern to the State which elects
him?

Mr. BORAH. Not purely, but primarily. But the manner
of conducting it is essentially a matter of local concern.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator not concede that the
Federal Government is concerned in that as well as the State?

Mr. BORAH. Just as the Federal Government is concerned,
in the welfare and in the proper performance of the functions
of a citizen of a State in all respects. I think a particular
State is far more interested in having Senators properly credited
here than the General Government; we could proceed without a
particular State being represented while the State would be
wholly without representation.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator will concede, will he not,
that the election of United States Senators is not only a matter
of concern to the individual States which elect the individual
Senator, but is also a matter of concern to the General Govern-
ment? o

Mr. BORAH. In the manner I have indicated.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then, upon what theory can the Sena-
tor insist that the authority to supervise those elections shonld
be vested wholly in the hands of the State government, which
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is partly conecerned in the election, and that no power what-
ever should exist in the General Government, which is also
partly interested in the election of Senators?

Mr. BORAH. I am proceeding to answer that question, be-
eause it is the question which is involved in the whole contro-
versy. If the Senator will permit me to proceed and I do not
cover the subject I shall be very glad to be interrupted after I
have drawn toward the close.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator permit me, before he
resumes, to submit another question, which he may consider in
connection with it?

- Mr. BORAH. Very well

. Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator think that the elee-
tion of a President of the United States is purely a matter of
loeal concern? ¥

Mr. BORAH. Not purely so. Nevertheless, the manner of
conducting it is, and the Constitution recognizes this fact by
leaving it for the legislatures to control.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And if not, does the Senator see any
distinction between the election of a President of the United
States in this regard and the election of those who constitute
the Senate of the United States and the House of Representa-
tives, and thereby constitute a coequal department of the Fed-
eral Government with the President?

Mr. BORAH. I will discuss that in a few moments; but I
will say again that the Constitution of the United States pro-
vides that the manner of selecting electors is left to the States,
and instead of the Senator’s question directing the argument in
his behalf it seems to me a very strong reason why the power
which is intrusted to determine the manner of selecting electors
may properly be trusted with the matter of selecting those who
are elected to this body.

What confidence and what power do we repose in the State at
this time with reference to the selection of Senators?

In the first place, the State determines, according to its judg-
ment and its wisdom, who they will send to this body and what
his qualifieations shall be outside of the question of age, citizen-
ship, and inhabitancy. We intrust to the State governments
and the people within the States the sole power of judging what
character and class of Representatives they shall present as their
Members in this body, outside of the three limitations as to age,
citizenship, and inhabitancy, all of which undoubtedly the State
would have taken care of, with the possible exception that they
might have had a variation as to age. Undoubtedly they would
not have elected those who were not inhabitants of the State or
citizens of this country.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Idaho yield to his colleague?

Mr. BORAH. I do.

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit an inguiry? I
understood the Senator to say that the States might regulate the
manner of the election of electors. Was I incorrect in my
understanding ?

Mr. BORAH. I will read what I had in mind:

Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the legislature thereof
mag direct, a number of electors, equal to the whole number of Senators
and Ilepresentatives to which the te may be entitled in the Congress.

Mr. HEYBURN. That is only a part of the story. The pro-
vision goes on to define the character, qualifications, and the
manner of selecting them. The general language contained in
Article II, section 1, is not all of the provision. It says, “ But
no Senator or Representative or persom holding an office of
trust or profit under the United States shall be appointed an
elector,” and then goes on to say: “The Congress may deter-
mine the time of chosing the electors and the day on which
they shall give their votes, which day shall be the same through-
out the United States.” *“The electors shall meet,” and so
forth. Congress has the absolute control. The general lan-
guage which the Senator from Idaho read is scarcely to be
considered as a part of the provision for the selection of
electors.

Mr. BORAH. I have no doubt it is the view of my colleague
that it ought not to be considered a part, but the process by
which he eliminates it from the Constitution is not made plain.
The Constitution provides that each State shall appeint in such
manner as the legislature may direct. What does the word
“manner” mean in Article I, seetion 4, and what does the word
mean in Article II, section 1? It is true that as to the question
of time it is reserved, but as to the manner of selecting it is left
alone to the State legislatures. It has been held that a State
legislature may direct that the electors in one part of the State
may be appointed and in the other elected by popular voie. It
is exclusively and absolutely in the control of the State legis-

lature. There is not any more dbubt about that than there is
that if is in the Constitution. The question of time, I grant you,
is under the eontrol of the National Government.

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, that is a part of it.

Mr. BORAH. But the question of time is not a question of
the manner, and that is the point which I am now discussing.

Not only, Mr. President, does the State select and determine
who shall represent this body but we have not the power to
dictate to the State any other qualifications than those which
the State sees fit to assign to its Represenatives here. It
was said by the Senator from New York [Mr. Roor] a few days
ago that if this section 4 were changed as it is proposed to be
changed, we would be powerless to secure the election of Mem-
bers of this body.

It would be interesting to know under what power of the Con-
stitution we could control an election of Senators upon the
part of a State, if the State did not see fit to exercise that privi-
lege. As has been said by a writer well known to all upon the
subject of the Constitution, the States might dissolve the Na-
tional Government without revolution or rebellion simply by
inaction in declining to elect Members to this Chamber. Under
the great charter under which we live and have thrived we rest
at last absolutely upon the patriotism and the judgment and
the Ioyalty of the people of the respective States to send Mem-
bers here and the class of men they send. We not only give
them now the unqualified power to fix the gualifications, but
it is for them to say, with no power upon our part to remedy if,
whether they will send Representatives here at all. Yet there
are those who consider it revolutionary, when the States
are already intrusted with this great power, to give them the
right to prescribe the manner in which they shall perform this
important duty. The incident of the right, the appanage of
the right, it is ruinous to fake away, still leaving the great
fundamental question of the selection of Senators to the people
of the respective States.

I want to read here a quotation from a distinguished member
of the Constitutional Convention of 1787. It is from the address
of Mr. Wilson, of Pennsylvania, after he returned from the
convention, in his explanation to the people of the State of
Pennsylvania as to the work which they had performed. Mr.
Wilson said:

Oft have I viewed with silent pleasure and admiration the force and
prevalenee through the United States of this principle: That the su-

reme power resides in the people, and that they never part with it.
t may be called the panacea In politics. There can be no disorder in
the community but may here reeeive a radical cure. If the error be in
the legislature, it may be corrected by the Comstitution: if in the
Constitotion, it may be corrected by the people. There is a remedy,
therefore, for every distemper in government if the people are not
wanting to themselves. For a people wanting to themseives there Is
no remedy.

Mr., President, I ask attention to the last sentence, because
there seems to be an idea that some mystic, necromantic power
exists somewhere in the Government or in this Chamber to
perform the functions of government after the people them-
selves have ceased to act in regard to it; after they have be-
come corrupt and incompetent. It seems to be the opinion of
some that after all living pride and all patriotism have de-
parted from the people that still there would be left some-
where sufficient virtue to operate the Government sueccessfully.
The fountain never rises above its source, and the souree of all
power in State or National Government is the people. This is
the sentence:

From their power, as we have seen, there is no appeal. To their
error there iIs no superior prineiple of correction.

I presume if that were announced to-day by someone of the
present age it would be eriticized as the new dectrine of the
“new charmers who keep serpents.” DBut it comes from one
of the most profound and widely read and thoroughly eduecated
of the great men who constituted the convention. They had
infinitely more confidence, evidently, in the judgment of the
masses of the people, than those of to-day who stand with their
face from the dawn discussing the past as a thing complete
and closed—as a record finished and laid away.

It is true, Mr. President, that we should proceed with these
amendments with cantion, but we should not hesitate to do as
they did, to deal with the questions which confront us with
that intelligence and wisdom which God gives to each particular
age, up through which moves the great leavening power of right-
€0us progress.

Mr. President, the doctrine of Mr. Wilson still lives in the -
great State which he represented, and I desire fo ask the Secre-
tary to read a telegram which I received a few moments ago.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as
requested.
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The Secretary read as follows:
HARRISBURG, PA., February 15.
Hon. Wu. E. BorAH,

United States Senate, Washington, D. O.:
Pennsylvania -State Grange, reprwentinlg 60,000 organized farmers,
Er for the passage of resolution for election of United States Benators
¥ vote of the people.

WM. T. CREASY, -
Master, Pennsylvania State Grange.
* Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the friends of the resolution
for the election of Senators by popular vote have always found
it very diffienlt to draw a resolution satisfactory to those who
are opposed to it. It is not difficult to draw a resolution which
satisfies those who are sincerely in favor of the election of
Senators by popular vote, but it has always been a difficult mat-
ter for the friends of the movement to so frame a resolution
that it would satisfy those who are always opposed to it.

In 1902 a resolution was offered in this Chamber containing
the simple proposition of the election of Senators by popular
vote. It was unmixed with any other question. It went to the
committee. The Senator from New York [Mr. Depew], finding
the resolution simple and direct, covering one proposition, im-
mediately proceeded to amend it, and he made it a rather com-
plex proposition. I desire to read the amendment which was
offered at that time—at a time when the resolution contained
but one proposition—because that amendment appears again:

The qualifications of citizens entitled to vote for United States Sen-
ators and Representatives in Congress ghall be uniform in all the States,
and Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate
legislation and to provide for the stration of citizens entitled to
vote, the conduct of such elections, and the certification of the result.

I do not think that I do the Senator from New York an
injustice when I say that that amendment was offered for the
purpose of killing the resolution, and that it did so. The
amendment was offered and accepted, and the resolution and
the movement in its behalf, of course, had an abrupt end.

So when this pending joint resolution came into the Senate
from the committee the Senafor from Montana [Mr. CARTER]
announced that he was not going to support the joint resolu
tion freely, but rather under duress, because his legislature had
commanded him so to do. But when the Sutherland amend-
ment was offered, in the eloguent address of the Senator from
Montana on the subject, he appealed to us to give him a simple
proposition, one which he could support, one in which the peo-
ple had been interested for years and years, and not to trouble
the minds of those who were sincerely in favor of the joint
resolution by mixing it up with other propositions. ;

So, Mr. President, this amendment offered by the Seuator
from Utah has been the source of great comfort and solace to
nll those who are opposed to the joint resolution. It has en-
abled them to erect bulwark behind which they can shoot to
death the original joint resolution and avoid the necessity of
presenting to the country some reason why this main joint
resolution should not be adopted.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. BORAH. I do very gladly, although the Senator from
Kansas was very careful not to yield to the Senator from Idaho
the other day.

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator from Kansas did not yleld to the
Senator from Idaho, because he was compelled to complete his
remarks before 2 o’clock.

Mr. BORAH. Yes; the Senator from Idaho understands,

Mr. CURTIS. What I want to ask the Senator from Idaho
{8, Would it not be just as fair to conclude that the Senator
from Idaho reported an amendment to the original joint reso-
lution in order to kill it as to say that the Senator from New
York offered the amendment a few years ago for that purpose?

Mr. BORAH. It might be true, Mr. President, if it were not
for the fact that the Senator from New York is always opposed
to the joint resolution in whatever form or shape it is; that he
has always openly and persistently fought it in any form, as
have many other Senators, while the Senator from Idaho is
willing to take it with almost any trimmings in order to get the
real proposition for which we contend.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
1daho yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. BORAH. I do.

Mr. YOUNG. The Senator from Idaho now yields to one who
is heartly in favor of his measure. y -

Mr. BORAH. I am glad to count one more convert.

Mr. YOUNG. While the Senator is pointing out some of the
inconsistencies of those who are opposed fo the joint resolution,
allow me to appeal to him to regulate a legislature that is in

session at Des Moines, which for a month has beeen declining
to submit a senatorship to the vote of the people.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if the distinguished Senator,
who has resided in the State of Iowa for so many years, with
his great influence and merits ean not secure his own election,
of course it is beyond the power of this body to help him out of
that position. [Laughter.]

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, if the Senator from Idaho will
permit me, I will say that the political uplift, which is sup-
posed to be represented by the Senator from Idaho, has its
hand upon the lid in Iowa.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, if there is any place where the
political uplift, of which the Senator from Idaho is a very
small part, *“ has its hand upon the 1id,” that is one place where
justice will be finally done and the rights of the people will be
finally worked out in the proper way.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President——

Mr. BORAH. It is evident that the Senator from Iowa——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Idaho yield further to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. BORAH. It is evident that the loyalty of the Senator
from Iowa to the cause of the uplift is suspected by those who
have their hand upon the lid. [Laughter.]

Mr. YOUNG. The only reason they give for keeping their
hand on the lid is that the junior Senator from Iowa might be
nominated and elected, if that is sufficient. [Laughter.]

Mr. BORAH. Of course that may be the reason which has
been given to the Senator from Iowa, but possibly we are not
trusting him with all our secrets. [Laughter.]

Mr. YOUNG. Mr, President, I want to make it clear that
I am in favor of the election of United States Senators by the
people, and I want to move in all these directions with sin-
cerity. I believe in the good faith of the Senator from Idaho;
I enjoy what he says; but I have had but one political creed,
and that is that a man ought to practice what he preaches.
[Laughter.] .

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, Jowa is not within my jurisdie-
tion, but it has been practiced with very great success in the
State in which I happen to live. I should not have been here
if it had not been practiced [laughter], and I have great affec-
tion for the bridge which carried me over.

Mr. President, I shall be compelled to discuss with some
tediousness, I presume, the law which has been so sadly mis-
understood—for I do not wish to use a harsher term—in regard
to the effect which will be wrought by a change in section 4
of Article I of the Constitution.

In the first place, as to the place of election, the Senator
offering the amendment will, of course, agree with me that it
is a wholly immaterial matter, because the question of place
is now under the control of the States exclusively, and the ques-
tion of place would be immaterial if we have the election by
popular vote.

The next matter is the questfion of time. We now have
practically uniformity in all of the States with reference to
the question of time, and it has been worked out, not as has
been suggested, under the dictation of the National Government
alone, but it has been worked out largely through the States.
It is quite true, and I am not unmindful of the fact, that Con-
gress at one time provided for a uniform time with reference
to the election of Congressmen, but in doing so Congress paid
due heed to the fact that all States did not wish one time, a
certain time, fixed; and therefore in every particular instance,
as I believe, where States had a different time, Congress yielded
to the States and fixed the law in harmony with the practice
and custom as worked out by the States,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Utah? '

Mr. BORAH. I do.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Was that the case except in those
States where the constitution of the State provided for a dif-
ferent time?

Mr, BORAH. I do not know whether that was the case ex-
cept where the constitution provided or not.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Is not that the provision of the act
of Congress? As I recall it, the provision of the act of Con-
gress, first, was to fix a uniform time, namely, the Tuesday
after the first Monday in November, and then by a subsequent
amendment it was provided that that should not apply to those
States whose constitutions provided for a different day.

Mr. BORAH. I rather think, Mr. President, that that is
true, but I do not see that it is material to the proposition I
am presenting, because the matter of selecting Congressmen
was wholly in the control of the National Government when-
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ever it saw fit to act, and any State constitution would have to
yield to the law of Congress.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. As I understand it, Congress simply
made that exception because it recognized the difficulty of
changing the constitutional rule; but where there was no con-
stitutional prevision a uniform date was fixed, because that did
not involve the change of the fundamental law of the State.

AMr. BORAH. I think the statement made by the Senator
from Utah is likely correct, that it related to those States which
had a constitutional provision with reference to the time of
election ; but that is only stating in another way the same prop-
osition that I stated, because the constitution of the State would
have to yield to any provision which Congress should make in
regard to the manner of selecting Congressmen.

AMr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Idaho allow me to ask
him a question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. BORAH. I do.

Mr. NELSON. Why would the constitution of a State have
to yield in that case? Is it not because section 4 of Article I
of the Constitution places the power in the Federal Govern-
ment?

Mr. BORAH. TUndoubtedly.

Mr. NELSON. Now, if that power had been eliminated, as
the Senator proposes in the case of Senators, the Federal Gov-
ernment would have been powerless,

Mr. BORAH. Well, bat my good friend from Minnesota does
not make progress in the argyment. I said that the constitution
of the State would have to yield to the provision of Congress.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr, President, if the Senator will per-
mit me there, I understand that the reason why Congress ex-
cepted those States which had a constitutional provision was
not because Congress had no power by law to set aside the
constitutional provision so far as it applied to the election of
Congressmen, but the election provided for by the constitution
also included the election of the State officers, and it was de-
girable that the election of the State officers should take place
upon the same day, =o that there should not be two elections.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President——

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Just a moment, if the Senator will
permit me. So Congress, recognizing that the election counld
not be provided for for the State officers without a change in
the fundamentsl law, recognizing that it was not desirable that
the election of Siate officers and Congressmen should take place
upon different dates, left those constitutional provisions in
effect.

Mr. BORAH. Undoubtedly. The reason why Congress yielded
to the custom of the State, where it was fixed by the constitu-
tion of the State, was to avoid inconvenience to the State.
That is precisely the argument that I am making here. If we
take control of this matter and fix a different time for the
holding of a popular election the inconvenience and the ex-
pense is just the same to the State whether they fix it in the
State constitution or fix it by statute.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But in the case of the law it simply
requires the legislative action to change the law, while in the
case of a constitution it is a more difficult undertaking. The
constitutional amendment must be submitted to the people and
be voted on by the people.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Utah does not contend, as
I take it, that the fact that an act of Congress would change
the time of heclding a congressional election in a State would
also change the time of holding a State election, if they were
both fixed by the Constitution.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Not at all.

Mr. BORAH. In other words, Mr. President, if Congress
had seen fit to say to those States which had a constitutional
provision fixing the time for holding their election, * You shall
hold your congressional election upon a certain day,” that would
not have interfered in the least with the constitutional pro-
vision of the State that the State elections should be held upon
another day.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The SBenator is quite right about that,
but Congress believed that the States, where it simply required
legislative aection, would conform to the date fixed by Congress
for the election of Congressmen, and would fix that same date
for the election of State officers; but they recognized that it was
a more difficult thing to do that where it involved a change
in the constitution of the State. That was the reason for the
exception.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, it did not involve the change
of the constitution of the State. The moment that Congress
fixed a time to hold a congressional election, if the power of
Congress was operative at all, it operated, and the constitution

of the State did not have to be changed. It simply became in-
operative and ineffective as against the provision of Congress.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is true. It would be if Congress
had so acted.

Mr. BORAH. Yes.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But I was simply calling the attention
of the Senator to the fact that Congress by subsequent amend-
ment had made that exception for the reason that I have indi-
cated, that they recognized the greater difficulty resting upon
the people of the State to amend their constitution than merely
to amend the law.

Mr. BORAH. . I have stated, Mr. President, that the State
did not have to amend its constitution. The constitution of the
State became simply inoperative as to that proposition, and
there was no necessity for an amendment of the constitution.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It would have to amend its constitu-
tion in order to have the election of the State officials upon the
same day.

Mr. BORATX. Not at all; for the reason that the constitu-
tional provision fixing the date of the popular election would be
operative as to State officials and inoperative as to congres-
sional.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator misunderstands me. I
say if a State desired to provide that State officials should be
elected upon the same day that Congress had provided by law that
Representatives in Congress should be elected, in order to ac-
complish that in the State of Vermont or the State of Maine it
would require an amendment to their constitutions.

Mr. BORAH. That is perfectly true; but that all comes back
to the same question of inconveniencing the State with refer-
ence to the manner in which the people shall hold their popular
elections; the inconvenience to the State, the burden to the
State, the expensiveness to the State is precisely the same
whether they have been acting under a custom established by
their constitution or under a law fixed by the statute itself,
If the State should havg to have a different election for their
Representatives in Congress or an election at a different time
for their Senators—if it were understood that when this joint
resolution left the Senate Chamber it involved the question of
the States holding two popular elections, one for their State
officials and one for their Senators, it would undoubtedly meet
with a great deal of opposition, and that opposition would not
be confined to one section of the country either.

Certainly the question of time is one which the good judgment °
and the intelligence and the long-established practice and cus-
toms of the people can safely settle in view of the fact that
after 122 years they have worked out this question through
their own experience and through laws which they consider
wise and efficient to effect their purpose. If we exercise the
power to change the time, we must either have two elections or
giomg;el the States to change their time, either of which is unde-

rable.

But I pass from the question of time, and will come to the
important question, which is the question of the manner, the
way, the mode, the method of election. Is it important and
essential that Congress have the power to preseribe the manner
of conducting an election? After the States have drawn to
themselves the great power of selecting their Senators by popu-
lar vote, the question is, Who can best prescribe the manner of
performing that function, those upon whom rests the responsi-
bility of doing the work or some others who have not the bene-
fit of the conditions and the experience of the particular locality
in which that election shall be conducted?

Under this system, Mr, President—and I will state here now
my exact opposition to and my reason for opposing the Suther-
land amendment—under this system, in my judgment, Congress
could of its own motion interfere with our entire election ma-
chinery, our system of registration, our primary law, our bal-
lot, and the entire mechanism of conducting elections. When
you have said that, in my judgment, you have fixed the bound-

ry line between what the Government may do under section 4
nml the line beyond which they may do all that has been claimed
that ought to be done without section 4.

I am not willing to concede for my own State that our system
of holding elections or the mammer of conducting them shall
be prescribed by any others than those who are directly inter-
ested in the matter. I do not want a different time fixed; I
do not want a different ballot; I do not want a different regis-
tration system; I do not want a different set of primary laws,
These matters are matters of prime concern to the people who
must elect all their officers and conduct all their elections and
see that they are all clean, and they and they alone can best
work out this matter in accordance with the local condition
and sitnation which pertain to each individual State. This
is a matter with which the people are familiar, which they are
bound to take an interest in by reason of their State elections,
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and which to say they can not efficiently perform is to challenge
nth}eir capacity for the discharge of the ordinary duties of civil

e.

If I did not believe that under this system you could inter-
fere with the election laws of the different States as to their
machinery, without any cause other than the wish of Congress,
it would not make a particle of difference to me whether this
amendment went in or went out.

Before going to a discussion of this feature of the law, how-
ever, I want to call attention very briefly to what we have done
under section 4 and what value it has been to us in the past.
For more than T0 years, Mr. President, Article I, section 4, re-
mained a dead letter in the Constitution, so far as the election
of Senators was concerned; for more than 70 years the States
alone prescribed and determined the manner of selecting their
Senators.

Never, until 1866, did we find any occasion for exercising the
power contained in this section. Prior to that time it was left
entirely to the States, and I submit that anyone who will read
the history of the election of Senators from that time backward
to the beginning of the Government, and from that time on will
not find that the National Government has aided in any par-
ticnlar in the successful election of Senators.

It is a notorious fact that so long as the matter was left in
the hands of the State the election was more successfully con-
ducted and the duty more satisfactorily discharged than it has
been since. It is very easy.to account for that. It is for the
simple reason that the States are most vitally concerned, not
solely and alone, but primarily, and they worked out the system
which best solved the problems presented to the individual
States. If you want to know how successful the act of 1S66
has been, just cast your eye quickly over history since its pas-
sage, and yon will find that the resunlt is in accordance with what
John Sherman said here upon the floor, that “ instead of being
a success, it would be a failure.” As a fine example of the
effect of the act of 18606, let us look at the condition in Mon-
tana to-day; at the condition in Iowa; at the situation in Colo-
rado, and the conditions which surround it, and particularly—
although I am not honored by the presence of the Senator from
New York [Mr. Roor]—at the condition in the State of New
York, whose junior Senator has eulogized this system with such
wonderful power on this floor, and at the condition which is
brought into the Senate Chamber as the aftermath from the
election of the State of Illinois.

If we will investigate these conditions, we will find that, in-
stead of our wisdom being superior to that of the several States,
it has been proven by history to be inferior, because, as I have
said, it is a matter which comes close home to each and every
State. The citizens of the respective States, knowing the con-
ditions and knowing those things with which they have to deal,
can best determine as to whether they shall elect by a plurality
vote or by a majority vote, in joint assembly or in the separate
houses of the legislature.

I must trespass upon the patience of the Senate long enough
to read a statement from Senator Sherman at the time of the
passage of the act of 1866. Mr. Sherman was not the only one
who opposed that act; other distinguished Senators also op-
posed it; but I will only read a paragraph or two from Mr.
Sherman. He said:

Practically there has been but very little difficnlty in this matter
gince the foundation of the Government. It is always the interest of
every State to elect a Member of the Senate; but where the two Houses
disagree there is sometimes a vacancy until the matter can be sub-
giitltcd‘to *the‘people. I do not think that practice has resulted in any

I think it is much better to leave the mode and manner of electing
Senators to the people of the States themselves, through their legisla-
ture; to allow the legislature, if necessary, to change the law or modify
it to suit the exigency. It makes no difference to the United States’;
it is only a question as to the mode and manner of electing a Senator.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr, President, will the Senator answer a
question for information before he leaves this branch of the
subject, because the question is in connection with it?

Mr. BORAH. Yes, gir.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why was it that the last clause of the
first paragraph of section 4 of Article I was put into the Con-
stitution? My recollection is that James Madison was its
author, but I do not recall the reasons why it was inserted.
The Senator, of course, has that at his fingers’ ends,

Mr. BORAH. The particular reason assigned for putting
that clause into the Constitution was in case the States refused
to act or failed to provide any means for election that upon
such refusal the Naiional Government would not be wholly
without power in the premises, That is the practical reason
which was assigned.

Now, Mr. President, can we under Article I, section 4, have
anything to say as to who shall vote or who shall be em-

powered to vote for a United States Senator? I have been
greatly surprised at some of the declarations which have been
made with reference to the matter, and I only want to say that
if the distinguished Senators who have made those statements
will specify to the Senator from Idaho in what particular we
can deal with that matter and satisfy him that it can be done,
he will not insist upon this proposition.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho
yield to me?

Mr. BORAH. I will

Mr. NELSON. I concede that the qualifications of voters are
fixed by the State; but has not the Federal Government under
section 4 of Article I the power to make rules and regulations
to see that the voters can exercise the right of voting for
United States Senators free and untrammeled, without any
interference from the authorities of the State?

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the National Government has
the right to see that a man who under its Constitution has a
right to vote shall do so regardless of section 4.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. But, Mr. President, that would re-
quire legislation by both branches of Congress.

Mr. BORAH. It requires legislation to do it now.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. Let me suggest fo the Sen-
ator from Idaho that under this section of the Constitution
the Senate may acquire jurisdiction over frauds in elections,
may it not?

Mr. BORAH. Exactly.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, I desire to put this question
to the Senator as to the desirability of our still retaining cer-
tain control over the election of Senators. Take the case in the
State of Mississippi to-day. Mississippi chose a Senator to suc-
ceed the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MongY] four years ago.

I would not for anything have you infer from that that he
was not chosen properly; but suppose he were chosen improp-
erly—that fraud and intimidation entered into the election—
does the Senator from Idaho believe that the Senate could,
under any provision of the Constitution that will be left after
section 4 is stricken out, acquire jurisdiction over that election
and the methods by which it was accomplished until the new
Senator from Mississippi presented his credentials here?

Mr. BORAH. I have no doubt about it.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have very grave doubt about it.

Mr. BORAH. I regret that the Secnator entertains such
doubt.

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. BORAH. I yield.

Mr. NELSON. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that
his amendment not only repeals that part of section 4 confer-
ring the ultimate regulative power on the Federal Government,
but expressly confers it on the States. In other words, it cuts
off ex industria the power of the Federal Government to inter-
fere in any manner whatever to preserve order and to see that
the people have the right to exercise, free and untrammeled,
the right to vote for a United States Senator as for a Con-

gressman.

Mr. BORAH. As I am going to come to that feature in just
a moment I will not now digress.

The State alone, Mr. President, fixes the qualification of the
voter. Of course I would not feel like trespassing upon the
time of the Senate to state that if so many propesitions had not
been submitted which would lead to a different inference. But
the United States has no voters of its own except as it accepts
the qualifications fixed by the State. In the first instance the
State alone determines who shall cast a vote, and outside of the
prevention of discrimination, which is guaranteed by the fif-
teenth amendment, we have no power to say who shall vote and
who shall not vote for Congressman or, if this joint resolution
should pass, for Senator.

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me?

Mr, BORAH. I will

Mr. NELSON. But have we not the power to see that all
those who are qualified to vote and have a right to vote shall
have the opportunity to exercise that right to vote under the
Constitution?

Mr. BORAH. We have that right.

Mr. NELSON. And do you not propose to take that away
by conferring the power absolutely on the State legislature?

Mr. RAYNER. Will the Senator allow me? YWhen the Sena-
tor from Minnesota speaks of those who have the right to vote,
does he mean the right to vote under the laws of the State?

Mr. NELSON. Certainly; there is no dispute abont that. I
concede that the States have a right to prescribe, as a general
rule, with the limitations contained in the fiffeenth amend-
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ment, who are entitled to vote. But when it comes to the
matter of exercising that right, whether the voter shall have
the right to go up to the polls peaceably and have his vote
counted, the power of regulating that is given to the Federal
Government by the fourth paragraph of the first section, and
it is that power which you propose to take away here and
confer exclusively on the State legislature.

Mr. BORAH. The joint resolution now before the Senate
does not accomplish at all what the Senator from Minnesota
seems to think.

We have absolute power to protect every man in the United
States when he is seeking to exercise a right guaranteed by,
derived from, or dependent upon the Constitution of the United
States.

Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator insist on——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. BORAH. Oh, yes; I yield.

Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator insist upon the correctness
of that proposition as to the individual voter? I understand
the Senator’s proposal to be that the Government of the United
States, independent of section 4 of Article I of the Constitution,
which this joint resolution proposes to strike down, has ample
power to protect the individual voter in the exercise of his
rights at the polls. Is that the Senator’s proposition?

Mr. BORAH. That is the position I take, and I find ample
authority for it in the opinion which the Senator from Montana
read to the Senate a few days ago.

Mr. CARTER. The Supreme Court of the United States in
the Yarbrough case and the Seibold case, in most clear, specific,
and vumistakable terms, declared what is obvious from the text,
that the fifteenth amendment applies only to the sovereign
States and the Federal Government, and that an individual can
not appeal for redress under the amendment when deprived of
his rights.

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator from Montana will just wait
a few minutes, I will either demonsirate to the Senate that he
has not read the Yarbrough case, or I will demonstrate to an
absolute certainty that it has been misrepresented upon.this
floor.

Mr. CARTER. We will hail that with delight.

Mr. BORAH. I have no doubt the Senator will.
from Montana is an anxious seeker for truth.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator repeat that?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. BORAH. If Senators will permit me to conclude this
phase of the argument, I will then gladly yield, but I would
like to proceed to answer the Senator from Montana, because
his anxiety is manifest.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have no particular anxiety, Mr.
President, but I would like to understand the Senator's posi-
tion, and I confess I do not.

Mr. BORAH. I will undertake to make it plain to the Sena-
tor from Utah, and if I do not make it plain to the Senator
from Utah I will be glad to have him interrupt.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Of course I do not insist upon asking
the Senator a question.

Mr. BORAH. I will yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I simply want to ask the Senator
whether or not it is his opinion that the enforcement act of
1870—1I think it was in 1870; at any rate, passed about that
time—could have been passed by Congress under a constitu-
tional provision such as is proposed by the Senator’s joint
resolution.

Mr. BORAH. Part of it could and part of it could not.

Now, Mr. President, I want to read some decisions in a few
moments which those who have opposed this amendment in its
present form ought to have read before they commenced this
debate, because it is apparent that they have simply taken a
general statement. But before I do that I want to proceed
with the line of argument which I had outlined by quoting
very briefly, that it may go into the Recorp, from some of the
decisions with reference to the power of ‘the States and the
States alone to fix the status of the voter.

In the case of Minor v. Happersett, the court said:

The United States has no voters in the States of its own creation.
The elective officers of the United States are all elected directly or
indirectly by State voters. * * * The amendment (14) did not
add to the privileges and immunities of the citizen. It simply furnished
additional guarantee for the protection of such as he already had. No
new voters were necessarily made by it. It is clear that the Constitu-
tion bas not added any right or sovereignty to the privileges and im-
munities of ecitizenship as they existed at the time it was adopted.
= = = The fourteenth amendment had already provided that no
State should make or enforce any law which abrid the privileges
or immunities of a cltizen of the United States. If sovereignty was

The Senator

one of these privile and immunities why amend the Constitution to
prevent its being denied on account of race, etc. Nothing is more
evident than that the greater must Include the less and all were
already protected, why go through with the form of amending the Con-
gtitution to protect a part?

Justice Swayne said in one of the opinions written by him:

Until this amendment was adopted the subject to which it relates
was wholly within the jurisdiction of the States. The General Govern-
ment was excluded from participation,

In a late case in the Supreme Court, in One hundred and
ninety-third United States, Pope v, Williams, it is said:

The privilege to vote within a State is within the jurisdiction of the
State itself, to be exercised as the State may direct and upon such terms
as it may deem proper, provided, of course, no discrimination is between
individuals, -* * = he question whether the conditions prescribea
by the State might be regarded by others as reasonable or unreasonable
is not a Federal one.

Mr. Guthrie says that—

It has been held that the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments do not
of themselves confer the right of suffrage and that the Btates are still
at liberty to impose property or educational qualifications upon the exer-
cise of that right.

Mr, Tucker, in his work on the Constitution, says:

8o in respect to suffrage, which is exclusively under State gur!sdlctlon,
except as affected b,}r the fifteenth amendment. The right of suffrage is
a Btate privilege belonging to State cltizenship and is exclusively under
State jurisdiction. The United States can confer no such privilege
within a State.

Mr. RAYNER. Before the Senator concludes——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yvield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. BORAH. I do.

Mr. RAYNER. Does the Senator object to reading three or
four lines more from the case of Minor v. Happersett, or will
he permit me to read it?

Mr. BORAH. I will permit the Senator from Maryland to
read it.

Mr. RAYNER. To add to what the Senator said, the Su-
preme Court said in that case:

Certainly if the courts can consider any question settled this is one,
For nearly 90 years the people have acted upon the idea that the
Constitution, when it conferred citizenship, did not necessarily confer
the right of suffrage. If uniform practice long continued can settle
the constrnction of so important an Instrument as the Constitution of
the United States confessedly is, most certainly it has been done here.

And they wind up by saying:

Being unanimously of the opinion that the Constitution of the United
States does not confer the right of suffrage upon any one, ete.

That is the leading case in the United States.

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Idaho kindly yleld to
me for a minute?

Mr. BORAH. I will

Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the Senator from Maryland
once for all that the question of suffrage is not involved in this
case,

: Mr. RAYNER. Yes; but the Senator from Minnesota differs
TOm

Mr. NELSON. We concede that the States have a right to
prescribe who are qualified voters in the States, and the only
limitation upon that right is the diserimination provided against
in the fifteenth amendment. The right of suffrage is not in-
volved in this case. The question involved here is whether the
Federal Government shall have the power to regulate the man-
ner of these elections so that those who are qualified to vote
under State laws may have the free right to exercise it.

Mr. RAYNER. I am glad the Senator from Minnesota differs
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Root], because the
whole argument of the Senator from New York, which I shall
try to answer to-day, was that the Sutherland amendment was
necessary in order to confer the right of suffrage on the Fed-
eral Government. That was the proposition on which he based
his argument.

Mr. BORAH. I desire to resume.

Mr, CARTER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Idaho yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. BORAH. No. I will ask the Senator from Montana to
wait until I cover this proposition which is now being debated.

Mr. CARTER. I desire to cite to the Senator two authorities
from the Supreme Court, which I think would direct his atten-
tion ‘particularly to the point I undertook to impress upon his
min

d.

Mr. BORAH. I have no doubt that I will myself cite those
authorities.

Mr. CARTER. I have no doubt the Senator is an encyclo-
pedia of authorities.

Mr. BORAH. I may not be an encyclopedia, but I am capa-
ble of reading the decisions of the Supreme Court and of un-
derstanding them, not because of any particular legal acumen
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but because of the great capacity of that court to speak In
language fitted for simple minds.

Mr. President, I grant you, for the sake of the argument, that
Congress could, under section 4, preseribe the manner of hold-
ing an election—take over the entire matter. But when the
voter approached the ballot box he would have to earry with
him the certificate of qualification made by his State. The
manner in which the election should be conducted could, under
section 4, be prescribed by Congress, but as to whether the
party could vote at all or not and what his qualifications should
be the State in which he was casting his ballot alone would
determine. We could not add to or subtract from that which
the State had done. We could not preseribe any qualifications
which the State had not seen fit to prescribe, neither could we
reject the voter if the State had qualified him to vote, provided
always there had been no diserimination, which is protécted by
the fifteenth amendment.

Mr. NELSON. I want to say, if the Senator will allow me,
that that guestion is not at issue, and we make no issue on
that point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ceawrorp in the chair).
Does the Senator decline to yield?

Mr. BORAH. I do not decline to yield, but I should like to
suggest to the Senator from Minnesota that the Senator from
Idaho is not addressing his remarks exclusively to the Senator
from Minnesota and that there may be others in the Senate
Chamber who have a different view of the matter.

Mr, President, admitting that the State fixes the qualifications
of the voter—as the Senator from Minnesota has settled the
proposition by admitting it—admitting that under section 4
we may prescribe the manner, is the National Government
powerless to protect the voter in the right to cast his vote, out-
side of the power conferred by section 47

Here is the legal proposition briefly and succinctly stated:
The Constitution provides that the qualifications of voters for
Representatives shall be those prescribed by the State for
electors for the most numerous branch of the State legislature
thereof. In case this amendment is adopted the Constitution
will provide that one having the qualifications of a voter for the
most numerous branch of the State legislature shall be a
voter for United States Senator. The joint resolution fixes and
establishes that as it is now established with reference to the
House of Representatives.

My position is that when the State legislature fixes the
qualification of the voter for the most numerous branch of the
legislature thereof his right to cast that vote is then a right
guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States, and that
that right, guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States,
may be protected by any law which Congress in its wisdom sees
fit to write, the same as it can protect every other right guaran-
teed by the Constitution of the United States.

As said by Mr. Justice Miller, while the State does not fix
eo nomine the qualification of the voter for Representative in
Congress, the State does fix the gualification for the voter for
the most numerous branch of the legislature of the State, and
that when the State has fixed that, then the Constitution adopts
that, and it is a part of the qualification of the voter for Con-
gressman. When the State has acted in fixing the qualifica-
tion for voters for the most numerous branch of the State leg-
islature, which, under the fifteenth amendment, it must do
without discrimination, then the Constitution of the United
States adopts that qualification as a qualification for voters for
Congress, and Congress may fully and in all proper ways pro-
tect that right. This would be the rule under the Constitution
for Senators if this proposed amendment should be adopted by
the States.

Mr. NELSON. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, but if he
will yield to me for a moment——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield?

Mr. BORAH. Will the Senator wait until I finish this argu-
ment?

Mr. NELSON. Very well

Mr. BORAH. I want to yield tfo the Senator, but I do not
want to be interrupted in the midst of an argument when I
am answering a question which the Senator from Minnesota has
submitted. d

Mr. NELSON. All right.

Mr. BORAH. And whenever this right has been fixed by the
State through the process of fixing the qualification of electors
for the most numerous branch of the legislature, then the Con-
stitution of the United States accepts that as the qualification
for the voter for a Federal officer; and I submit without fear
of successful contradiction that that right being recognized in
the Constitution, dependent upon it, and guaranteed by it, there

is no limitation upon the power of Congress to protect a voter
in the exercise of that right.

If a man goes to the polls in my State qualified to vote for a
member of the most numerous branch of my State legislature
and seeks the right to cast his vote for Congressman he is
exercising a right guaranteed by the fundamental law, and if
any man interferes with him, Congress may pass any law it
sees fit to pass to protect him, regardless of section 4. It is
a fundamental principle, as broad as the Constitution itself,
that any right gnaranteed by it may be protected by such
statutes and in such way as the wisdom of this body sees fit
to pass or adopt to protect it.

I read a quotation or two upon that before I pass on. Jus-
tice Harlan has said:

It is no longer open to guestion in this court that Congress may by
appropriate legislation protect any right or privilege arising from,
created or secured by, or dependent upon the Constitution or laws of
the United States.

Again, the Supreme Court has said in the case of Logan v.
The United States:

Ev right -
tution of the Dutted Biates ’%?‘u“ﬁ’?:iJ&é‘“&’ﬁ“ﬁ.ﬁ‘f*o#‘e%‘é“b}“fﬁ’:ﬂs
by such means and In such manner as Congress in the exercise of the
correlative duty of protectlon or of the leglslative powers conferred

upon it by the Constitution may in its discretion deem most eligible
and best adapted to attaln the object.

What right is there guaranteed by the Constitution of the
United States beyond reach of Congress to protect? The sole
and only question to be determined is whether or not, after
the status of the voter has been fixed, his right to vote for
Congressman or Senator is a right guaranteed by the Constitu-
tion. If it is, will any Senator here contend that we must go
to section 4 and find the power to protect him?

Let us see. In a case in 179 United States, the court says:

The right to vote for Members of Congress of the United States is
not derived merely from the constitution and laws of the State in
which the? are chosen, but has its foundation in the Constitution of
the Unit States.

Again it is said, and this is the Yarbrough case:

But it is not correct to say that the right to vote for a Member of
Congress does not depend upon the Constitution of the United States.
The office, if it be properly called an office, I8 created by the Constitu-
tion, and by that alone. It also declares how it snall be filled, namely,
by election. Its language is ‘““ The House of Representatives shall
composed of Members chosen every second year by the people of the
several States, and the electors in each Btate shall have the &“ﬂmw
Ponahrtzqr:‘lalte for electors of the most numerous branch of the State

e Btates in prescribing the qualifications of voters for the most
numerous branch of their own legislature do not do this with reference
to election for Members of Congress. Nor can they prescribe the quali-
fieations for voters for those eo nomine. They define who are to vote
for the popular branch of their own legislature, and the Constitution of
the United States says the same persons shall vote for Members of
Congress in that State. It adopts the gualifications thus furnished as
the qualifications of its own electors for Members of Congress. It is not
true, therefore, that electors for Members of Congress owe their right
to vote to the State law in any sense which makes the exercise of the
right dependent exclusively upon the law of the State.

There is nothing better settled now, Mr. President, than that
the right to vote for a Member of Congress, and the right which
will exist under this amendment to vote for Senator, is a right
guaranteed by and dependent upon and derived from the Con-
stitution of the United States. I should be interested to know
if, in the desire to defeat this joint resolution, the Senator from
New York, who told us that we were wrecking our entire sys-
tem and taking away the power to protect our elections from
fraud and violence and corruption, will, as a lawyer, stand be-
fore the American bar and say that Congress has not the power
to protect every right guaranteed by the Constitution of the
United States? It is very unfortunate, Mr. President, that these
great constitutional and legal propositions should be inter-
mingled and mixed with guestions of policy, for it leads to state-
ments upon this floor that if posterity read them it will wonder
if we ever read the Constitution at all.

Mr. President, I come to the Yarbrough case.

Mr. NELSON. Will you allow me a question here before
you take up another subject?

Mr. BORAH. I am not taking up another subject; I am
continuing this.

Mr. NELSON. Another branch of the case.

Mr. BORAH. This is the same branch.

Mr, NELSON. Very well; if the Senator objects to a ques-
tion, I will not ask it.

Mr. BORAH. I will let the Senator ask his gquestion when I
get through with this part of the subject.

Mr. NELSON. It is just a brief question.

Mr. BORAH. Very well. I will let the Senator ask it.

Mr. NELSON. It comes in right here.

Mr. BORAH. I see it does.
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Mr. NELSON. A part of your amendment provides that the
time and place and manner of holding elections for Senators
shall be presceribed in each State by the State legislature.
What does that mean? Does not that confer the exclusive
power on the State legislature?

Mr. BORAH. As to the manner, it does.

Mr. NELSON. What does the term “ manner” imply?

Mr. BORAH. I should not like to discuss that in all Its
details, but it means here the machinery of conducting the
election; but it does not necessarily mean that the Government
may not prescribe such rules and regulations and such pro-
visions as will guarantee the unmolested right of every citizen
to cast his vote at an election.

The manner in which the election should be held, whether
under the Australian ballot system or the old system, would
be determined by the State, but the right to cast a ballot in
accordance with whatever system the State fixed the Congress
could control.

Mr. President, if I am permitted to proceed for a few
moments, I should like to discuss the Yarbrough case.

Mpr. Justice Miller, who wrote this opinion, is justly referred
to by the Senator from Kansas as a great jurist, and I think
he would be accepted by all as a great jurist. He states the
question to be determined in the case:

This, however, leaves for consideration the more important ques-
tion—the one mainly relled on by counsel for petitioners—whether the
law of Congress, as found in the Revised Statutes of the United States,
under which the prisoners are held, is warranted by the Constitution,
or being without such warrant, is null and void.

The sole question presented to the court after it disposed of
some preliminary matters was whether or not sections 5508 and
5520 were constitutional; or, in other words, whether or not
Congress had power to pass those provisions of the statute. I
direct the particular attention of the Senator from Montana to
the reading of section 5508 :

Sec. 5508. If two or more persons conspire to injure,
threaten, or intimidate any citizen in the free exercise or enjoyment of
any right or privilege secured to him by the Constitution or laws of the
United States, or because of his having so exercised the same, or if two
or more persons go in disguise on the highway, or on the premises of
another, with intent to prevent or hinder his free exercise or enjoyment
of any right or privilege so secured, they shall be fined, ete.

What does section 5308 prescribe? That anyone who in-
timidates or assaults or interferes with a person seeking to
exercise any right guaranteed by the Constitution of the United
States shall be punished. Not alone the right of suffrage, but
any right guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States.

Will it be contended that this right referred to here is solely
and alone a right to vote? Will it be contended that section
5508 could not have been passed without the provision in the
Constitution that we may prescribe the time, place, and man-
ner of holding an election? This section is as broad as any
right guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States. It
is not confined to voting, to the manner of conducting an eleec-
tion, to Congressmen, or to anyone else. The only limitation
upon the matter is that it shall be a right guaranteed by the
Constitution.

The Supreme Court has held, sir, that under section 5508
a man may be prosecuted who interferes with another who
is seeking to acquire title to a homestead upon the public
domain, not relating to an election or to the right of suffrage or
to section 4, but any right. In the case of The United States v.
Waddell the court says that under this same section that by
us was passed—under the election provision of the Constitution—
a party may be prosecuted for interfering with another in secur-
ing a right upon the public domain. Do the Senators contend
that under the right to prescribe the manner of conducting an
election you can pass a constitutional statute protecting entry-
men upon the public domain?

Again, Mr. President, section 5520:

If two or more pergons in any State or Territory conspire to prevent,
by feorce, intimidation, or threat, any citizen who is lawfully entitled
to vote from giving his support or advocacy in a legal manner, toward
or in favor of the election of any lawfully gualified person as an
elector for President or Vice President, or as a Member of the Con-
gress of the United States.

Will it be contended that under section 4, which gives us
the power to prescribe the manner of conducting an election
for Iepresentatives alone, we would have the power also to
prescribe the manner of conducting the election for presidential
electors, when the Constitution in another provision provides
explicitly that that power to prescribe the manner of their
election is in the State legislature?. This provision not only
protects those who vote for Representatives, wherein we may
prescribe the manner, but it protects those who vote for presi-
dential electors, wherein we may not prescribe the manner.
Yet this authority has been read here and commented on as if

oppress,

without section 4 we could not have passed sections 5508 and
5520. Neither one of them is confined to it. One of them is
entirely outside of it. It goes upon the broad proposition, as
stated by Justice Harlan, that any right guaranteed by the
Constitution may be protected by the laws of Congress,

Mr. President, let us read some from the body of the opinion.
I dislike to trespass so long upon the patience of the Senate.
This is the provision which was read by the Senator from
Montana, the Senator from Utah, the Senator from Kansas,
and indirectly referred to by the Senator from New York:

That a government whose essential character is republican, whose
executive head and legislative body are both elective, whose most numer-
ous and werful branch of the legislature is elected by the people
direetlg‘ as no power by sfproprlate laws to secure this election from
the influence of violence, of corruption, and of frand is a proposition
50 startling as to arrest attention and demand the gravest consideration.

Under the Constitution to-day a presidential elector is elected
in the manner prescribed by the State legislature. We have
nothing to do with the manner whatever; it belongs alone to the
State. Yet thestatute which protects the voter there, the same
as for Representative, is the statute upon which they rely and
which_they say could not have been passed without section 4.
It is passed in the face of the terms of the Constitution with
reference to presidential electors, if the construction of the
Senators be correct.

If this Government is anything more than a mere aggregation of
delegated aﬁenta of other States and governments, each of which is
superior to the General Government, it must have the power to protect
the elections on which its existence depends from vﬁﬁence and cor-
ruption.

I concede that proposition.

If it has not this power, it is left helpless before the two great nat-
ural and historical enemies of all republics, open violence and insidious
corruption.

There the reading of this decision has always abruptly ended
in this Chamber. The dire ealamity which would overtake the
National Government in case we could not protect our Federal
elections from violence and fraud is set forth in the sounding
language of the great Justice. They close the volume and turn
to the Senate and say that withont section 4 all this would
happen. If they had been content to read another single para-
graph in this deeision it would have answered their argument
without any answer from me.

The proposition that it has no such power—

Mind yon, the proposition that it has no such power—
is supported by the old argument often heard, often repeated, and In
this court never assented to, that when a question of the power of
Congress arises the advocate of the power must be able to place his
finger on words which expressly grant it.

Justice Miller left the domain of express grants covered by
the provision of conducting the manner of elections for Repre- -
sentative and entered into the domain of implied power. He
sustained his position upon the doctrine of implied power and
found sufficient power there not only to protect the election
at a congressional election but also of a presidential election.

The brief of counsel before us, though directed to the authority of
that body to pass criminal laws, uses the same language. Because
there is no express power to provide for preventing violence exercised
on tg:ﬂ voter as a means of controlling his vote, no such law can be
anac .

That was the position taken by the counsel.

Mr. Justice Miller says this argument—
destroys at one blow, In construing the Constitution of the United
States, the doetrine universally applied to all instruments of writing,
that what is Implied Is as much a part of the Instrument as what
expressed. This principle, in its application to the Constitution of the
United States, more than to almost any other writing, s a necessity,
by reason of the inherent inabllty to put into wor all derivative
powers—a difficulty which the instrument itself recognizes by conferring
on Congress the authority to pass all laws necessary and proper to
carry into execution the powers expressly granted and all other ;t)owers

in the Government or any branch of it by the Constitution.

(Art. I, sec. 8, claunse 18.) ;
We know of no express authority to pass laws to punish theft or
tates. Is there therefore mo

burglary of the Treasury of the United
power the Congress to protect the Treasury by punishing such theft
and burglary?

Then the learned Justice cites a number of instances in which
Congress has provided laws for the punishment of parties who
have interfered with those seeking to exercise a right under the
Constitution of the United States.

Mr. RAYNER. What case is that?

Mr. BORAH. It is the case of Yarbrough. Then after re-
ferring to section 4, in the opinion which is referred to in the
course of the argument, the court said:

This duty does not arise solely from the interest of the party con-
cerned, but from the necessity of the Government itself—

And that applies to every Federal officer who is elected—

that its service shall be free from the adverse Influence of force and
fraud practiced on its agents, and that the votes by which its Members
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of Congress and its President are elected shall be the free votes of the
electors, and the officers thus chosen the free and uncorrupted choice of
those who have the right to take part in that choice.

Mr. President, how do you proceed to protect the voter for a
presidential elector under section 4? You can fix a time, and
that is all. The manner is exclusively in the State legislature.
How do you proceed to legislate for his protection? Do you do
so under section 4? Certainly not. Do you do so under Article
II, section 17 Certainly not, because the Constitution expressly
provides that the manner of conducting this election is in the
hands of the legislature. You do so, Mr. President, under what
I stated a few minutes ago, the broad power of Congress to
pass all laws necessary for the protection of any right guar-
anteed by the Constitution, and the right to vote for a Con-
gressman and the right to vote for presidential electors are
both guaranteed by that instrument,

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. BORAH. Yes; with pleasure.

Mr. CARTER. The Senator will admit, of course, because
the text will show, that both the Siebold case and the Yarbrough
case rested upon the statute of 1870, passed under authority
of the Federal Government to regulate elections. There is no
question about that, is there?

Mr. BORAH. Do I understand the Senator contends that
section 5508 was passed under that authority?

Mr, CARTER. As to the election aect, I understand the Yar-
brough case to have arisen under the act of 1870. As to
whether the section referred to is a part of that act I am not
advised.

Mr. BORAH. It is very important to know, because that is
what the court was construing.

Mr. CARTER. But the court was construing the act of 1870
precisely as that act was construed in the Siebold case, and the
only difference in the two cases is that in the Siebold case the
prosecution was directed against certain officers of the State——

Mr. BORAH. Permit me to ask—— .

Mr. CARTER. And in the Yarbrough case against certain
parties other than officers for interfering with officers of the
United States. ;

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator from Montana eclaim that
gection 5508, on page 664, was passed alone under the authority
of Article I, section 47

Mr. CARTER. I contend that both the Yarbrough case and
the Siebold case turned on the election law of 1870, and later
the Supreme Court held in two distinet cases that an attempt
to enforce the personal right under the fifteenth amendment was
a futile attempt and the act was void in that regard.

Mr. BORAH. I will come to that. The Senator from Mon-
tana apparently declines to answer one question, which he must
answer in order to deal fairly with this decision, and that is,
Was section 5508 passed under and by virtue of the authority
of Article I, section 47 -

Mr. CARTER. TUndoubtedly the act of 1870 was passed under
authority—

Mr. BORAH. Was section 5508 passed under section 47

Mr. CARTER. I have not the section before me and there-
fore I will not answer until I have examined it.

Mr. BORAH. I will read the section for the Senator, I
think the Senator has the section.

Mr. CARTER. I desire to know whether the Senator insists
that both the Siebold case and the Yarbrough ecase did not turn
upon legislation based upon the part of the Constitution which
he proposes to strike out.

Mr. BORAH. I distinetly assert that the Yarbrough case did
not, and if the Senator from Montana will be frank enough and
answer the “ Senator from Idaho™ I will convince the Senator
from Montana of that fact here upon the floor.

Mr. CARTER. The Senator has attempted to do that for
some time, and quite unsuccessfully.

Mr. BORAH. The reason that I am unsuccessful is becanse
the Senator refuses to read section 5508 to the Senate and tell
the Senate under what power we passed it.

Mr. CARTER. The Senator has the section and he has a
chance to read it himself.

Mr. BORAH. I will read it:

SEec. 5508. If two or more persons conspire to Injure, oppress, threaten
or intimidate any citizen in the free exercise or enjoyment of an rl\%gé
r privilege secured to him by the Constitution or laws of the 1,I.'lh:li
tates, or because of his having so exercised the same, or if two or more
persons go in disgulse on the highway, or on the premises of another,
with intent to prevent or hinder his free exercise or enjoyment of an
right or privilege so secured, they shall be fined not more than 85,005
and imprisoned not more than 10 years; and shall, moreover, be there-
Etter ineligible to any office or place of honor, profit, or trust created
y the Constitution or laws of the United States.

Does the Senator from Montana claim that that was passed
alone under section 47

Mr. CARTER. It covers other crimes than those which would
naturally arise in connection with an election proceeding for
Senators of the United States or Members of the House of
Representatives; but the Senator will certainly not contend that
the Yarbrough case and the Siebold case were not determinative
of certain principles of law and constitutional power arising
from legislation authorized by the section of the Constitution
this resolution proposes to strike out.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, section 5508 was not passed
under and by virtue of Article I, section 4, and that is well
demonstrated to the Senate, because the Supreme Court of the
United States has upheld it for the protection of rights upon
the public domain. Have we reached a point in the discussion
of this question where we must construe section 4 to cover the
right to acquire a right or title on the public domain?

Mr., NELSON, Will the Senator allow me? We all, who
know anything at all, know that the right to protect the public
domain is based on that paragraph of the Constitution giving
Congress jurisdiction over the territory of the United States,
and it is not based on section 4 of Article I.

Mr. BORAH. Precisely, I agree entirely with the Senator
from Minnesota.

Mr. NELSON. What has that to do with the matter here?
It is highly important, but what bearing has it on this case?

Mr. BORAH. The Senator manifests some anger, which is
unfortunate, The bearing it has upon this case is this: We are
told by the Senator from Montana that section 4 was the au-
thority for passing section 5508, and we are told by his col-
league [Mr. NELsoN], who sits beside him, that we derived the
authority from another provision of the Constitution.

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. BORAH. Certainly.

Mr. CARTER. The Senator certainly desires to be fair.
This record will justify itself. The Senator from Montana
made the statement, and insists upon the accuracy of it, that
the Siebold case and the Yarbrough case both construed or
interpreted the power of Congress to pass certain legislation
prescribing penalties under the authority of section 4 of Ar-
ticle I of the Constitution, which this resolution proposes to
strike out.

Mr. President, the Senator has been indulgent with me, and
I should like to make more clear to his mind my position in
reference to this matter if he will permit me for one moment,

Mr. BORAH. I do not desire to have the Senator from
Montana enter into a speech at this time.

Mr. CARTER. I should like to cite an aunthority which, I
think, will make it clear to the Senator that the position——
Mr. BORAH. Will the Senator give me the name of the

authority ?

Mr. CARTER. I will be glad to do so. I cite the case of
James against Bowman, in One hundred and ninetieth United
States Reports.

Mr. BORAH. I have that on my table, I think, and I am
going to address my attention to it in a few minutes.

Mr. CARTER. I would be glad if the Senator would do that
in due season. He seems to be a little slow in getting to it. I
should like also to have the Senator fake into consideration cer-

tain other authorities. I presume he has them all, I will call
his attention t{o them if he has not.
Mr. BORAH. I am a little slow in getting along. The fault

is not wholly mine. [Laughter.] .

Mr. President, we are told that the Yarbrough case construes
provisions of the statute passed under and by virtue of Article
1, section 4; and yet the statute passed under Article I, section
4, construed in the Yarbrough case, protects voters, as I have
shown, for presidential electors the same as Members of Con-
gress, and Article II, section 1, of the Constitution expressly
gives the legislature the power to prescribe the manner of select-
ing electors.

-And although we are also told, Mr. President, that section
5508 was passed alone under the authority of Article I, section 4,
yet the Supreme Court of the United States has held that that
section—not some other section, but that section—sustains a
prosecution for a party interfering with another in acquiring
rights upon the public domain.

It is evident, as I said a few moments ago, that these sections
were passed under and by virtue of the implied power of Con-
gress to protect any right guaranteed by the Constitution of the
United States.

I quoted a moment ago from the opinion, and I quote a little
further, because I am afraid that some Senators did not eatch
the language of the Justice.

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, will the Senator please give
me the page from which he is reading?
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Mr. BORAH. Page 662.

Mr. RAYNER. That is the case of Yarbrough, in One hundred
and tenth United States Reports?

Mr. BORAH. Yes.

This duty does not arise solely from the interest of the party con-
cerned, but from the necessity of the Government itself, that its serv-
ice shall be free from the adverse influence of force and frand practiced
on its agents—

Not its voters, but also its agenis, as the Justice gives numer-
ous instances of—
and that the votes by which its Members of Congress and its President
are elected shall be the free votes of the electors, and the officers thus
chosen the free and uncorrupted choice of those who have the right to
take part in that choice.

When we adopt this resolution, if we should do so, and it
should go into the Constitution, we will prescribe or provide
that the legislature shall do precisely with reference to the elec-
tion of Senators what they now do with reference to electors,
and after it is in the Constitution we would have precisely the
same authority for passing section 5520 with reference to Sena-
tors that we now have with reference to presidential electors.

Is it a dangerous thing to take away the manner of electing
Sehators from the National Government and place it where the
Government has already placed the manner of electing presi-
dential electors, when the court in the case of Yarbrough held
that both may be equally and alike protected from violence and
fraud and intimidation and everything that interferes with an
election? -

So I say, Mr. President, that those who contend that the
sections of the statute in the Yarbrough case were passed alone
under and by virtue of Article I will not be able to maintain
their position.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. BORAH. I yield.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Under the resolution proposed by
the Senator from Idaho, is there any power residing in the
Federal Government to fix a uniform time for the election of
Senators?

Mr. BORAH. There is not. #

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. When I interrupted the Senator
from Idaho a few moments ago and said that I disagreed with
his conclusion, I disagreed with it because I felt that that
phase which I have insisted upon from the first is one of the
most important would not remain in the Constitution if this
amendment to it is adopted.

Mr. BORAH. The question of time, I agree with the Sen-
ator from Michigan, would be solely in the power of the State
to fix. I have no doubt, of course, but what that is true.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. May I interrupt the Senator again?
I do not know that I ought to interrupt him, because he has
been so frank in answering my question, but it would then be
in the power of the States, if they so chose, to elect their Sen-
ators at any time they may desire without let or hindrance upon
the part of the Federal Government, and they may choose them
6 or 10 years in advance of the vacancy.

Mr. BORAH. Or, Mr. President, they may not choose them
at all, and that they may not do now. We must trust at last
the wisdom and patriotism of the people in the respective
States, and in their wisdom and patriotism I have confidence.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I want to thank the Senator for
his frankness. I want to say to him that so far as I am con-
cerned there is nothing captious in my interruption. I am in
full sympathy with the proposition to give to the people of the
States the power to elect Senators directly, and I have no
quarrel wih him upon that point whatever; but I dislike very
much, I will say frankly, to see the power of the Federal Gov-
ernment taken off the election of Federal officials when I re-
gard the question of uniformity of time as so essential.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, it has been urged here also
that the repeal or change of section 4 would take away some of
the power of Congress to pass upon the title of Members to these
respective bodies. The Senator from Montana contended that
without section 4 we would be greatly interfered with in pro-
tecting this body from Members who had been elected by cor-
rupt influences. I read the statement of the Senator from
Montana :

Little consolation ean be drawn from paragraph 1 of section 5 of
Article I of the Constitution, which provides that * each House shall be
the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own Mem-
bers,” for it is evident that if Congress is deprived of the right to legis-
Jate on the times and manner of electing Senators the States will

s sufureme power in the premises and the Senate will not be at
llberty to inquire into the manner of exercising that power.

Again the Senator says:

When you deprive any elective parliamentar

body of power to keep
the channel between the voters andmt:.he legisla

ve chamber free from ob-

struct! 1ut! £ 2 -
i on otro ;‘a]o eg?a dc;r;mbg ‘gaugw&?lence or corrnption, you condemn

It was also suggested by the Senator from New York that he
thought the change in section 4 would interfere with the power
which we have under Article I, section 5; that while we would
still have the power we might not have the machinery, as I
understood his argument, not having read it since it was de-
livered and quoting only from memory.

But Article I, section 5, provides that—

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and gualifica-
tions of its own Members. ®* * * Each House may determine the
rules of its proceedings, punish its Members for disorderly behavior, and
with the concurrence of two-thirds expel a Member.

I am not going to detain the Senate long in discussing this
proposition. I think upon reflection all will admit that there
is no limitation upon the power of each body to deal with the
subject of the election of Members of the Senate or of the
House other than that which each sees fit in the respective
bodies to exercise or to establish.

I call attention in passing to the statement of Senator Thur-
man, made in 1873, with reference to this power:

We have a Constitution, and the Senate exists by virtue of the Con-
stitution ; and the Constitution declares how the Senate shall be con-
stituted and what shall be its powers, and among them is the power to
judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its Members.

ow, Mr. President, mark it, there is no question as to what is meant
by * qualifications.” We know that those are the qualifications specl-
fled in the Constitutlon itself, and that yon can superadd no other
qg:tiﬂcauon. There Is no dlmcultty, elther, about the * returns.” What
shall be the returns is a matter fo be determined by law, and the la
declares what shall be the returns, what they shall contain, and wha
they shall show; that is all matter of law; and we decide upon thelr
face whether they are in due form and in compliance with law. But
then, sir, comes the question of the election. We are to be the judge
of the * election.” at is meant by that? In the first place, mark
it, that the word 1s without limitation. It does not say you shall be
the judge of the election guoad this or quoad that; you shall be
the judge to the extent of finding whether the election was held on the
right day, or whether it was held by a body that constituted a valid
legislature, or whether there was a majority, and you shall be judge of
nothing . It puts no limitatlon on your power to jud ofgn the
election. It is a perfectly unlimited power to judge, and is therefore a
power to hold the election void for mg cause that, according to law
%ﬂ:i reason and consistency with our Constitution, makes an election

Is there any question, Mr. President, under this provision of
the Constitution that either body may take any step it sees
fit to deal with the subject of determining who is a Member?
Is there any question but that each body may determine when a
person is elected or has a title to a seat in the body in ac-
cordance with any rule which the body to which the Member is
elected or accredited sees fit to establish?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator from Idaho yield to
me for a question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. BORAH. I do.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Do I undersitand that it is the conten-
tion of the Senator from Idaho that if we eliminate from the
Constitution the last clause of section 4 of Article I, namely,
“but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such
regulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators,” still
the Congress of the United States would possess the same power
which it now possesses to regulate the manner of elections?

Mr. BORAH. No; I do not contend that. I contend that
Congress would have the power to take any measure that it
deemed proper to see that the party who had a right to vote
cast his vote. If that could be said to involve the question of
going into and prescribing the manner, I have no doubt that
Congress would have that power. It does not necessarily fol-
low, however, that the proposition of preseribing the manner is
necessary in order to guarantee a party the right to vote. So
long as the State established a proper manner we could only
see to the exercise of the right in the manner presecribed. For
instance, if the State established the Australian ballot system,
we could not establish the old system. We could only see that
every voter should have a right to cast his ballot in accordance
with that manner.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then, does the Senator concede that,
if we eliminate the section to which I have directed attention,
it would take away the power of Congress to regulate the man-
ner of the election except in the particular which the Senator
has stated?

Mr. BORAH. In my opinion it would take away the power
of Congress, in the first place, to prescribe the time. There is
no doubt about that. In my opinion it would take away the
power of Congress to prescribe the manner other than such
provision as was necessary to guarantee the party the right to
cast his vote unmolested.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is, it would prevent the Govern-
ment of the United States from passing a law to provide for
supervisors at elections?
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Mr. BORAH. I do not think so.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. You think not?

Mr. BORAH. I'do not think so. The Government could very
well say, We are entirely satisfied with your election laws, your
form of ballot, your registry system, your style of booths, but
we will place men there to see that the voter for Senator is per-
mitted, unmolested and without fraud, to exercise his right in
accordance with the manner the State has prescribed. The
manner of performing a right and the right itself should be
kept distinet,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I call the attention of
the Senator from Idaho to the fact that section 4 of Article I
confers npon the State legislatures the agency—constitutes a
delegation of power by the people of the United States to regu-
late the times and places and manner of holding these elections.
If the language of the Constitution stops there, upon what
theory can the Senator from Idaho say that the Congress of the
United States, from whom the power has been withdrawn, shall
still possess the power to do anything that may be embraced
within the term “ manner of holding elections?”

Mr. BORAIL, Mr. Prerident, this provision of the Constitu-
tion in the amendment which we have proposed is that the
qgualifications which the legislatures may fix as the qualifica-
tions for the most numerous branch of the legislature of the
State shall be the qualifications of voters to vote for United
States Senators. When those qualifications are fixed by the
legislatures, then the right to cast that vote becomes a right
protected by the Constitution, and we may pass any law neces-
sary to see that that right is properly exercised. But that does
not involve at all the right at the same time to say whether the
vote shall be by the Australian or some other ballot. What-
ever be the style or manner of performing, still the party must
be guaranteed the right to perform in that way.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; but when we delegate affirma-
tively the power to the State legislatures to regulate the man-
ner of the election, do we not by that very fact take away from
anybody else the affirmative power to do so?

Mr. BORAH. We have delegated to the State legislatures
the power to fix the manner of choosing electors for President.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes,

Mr. BORAH. And the Supreme Court has upheld a statute
which protects parties in the exercise of the right to vote for
such electors.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I can not quite agree with the Senator’s
construction of that case; but I am asking the Senator for his
own view.

Mr. BORAH. That is my view.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Is it the Senator's view that when we
delegate affirmatively to one agent the power to do a thing, that
another agent may do it?

Mr, BORAH. I do not concede that the manner conflicts
with the proposition which I submit, and that is that the right
may be guaranteed In such a way as Congress sees fit; but the
manner of holding elections does not necessarily imply that
proposition.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, Will the Senator permit me to
ask him a question? 2 {

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. BORAH. I will

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand that section 4 of
Article I confers certain definite powers upon the Congress of
the United States and that the amendment now proposed with-
draws those definite powers from the Congress of the United
States and confers them in terms upon the legislatures. Does
not that result in depriving the Congress of the United States
absolutely of the powers thus withdrawn?

Mr. BORAH. It does as to the extent of the power which we
have delegated; but I contend that, outside of that proposition,
those things which we ought to do the Supreme Court has held
that we may do, regardless of section 4 of Article I, and that is
true with reference to presidential electors now.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then the Senator’s contention is
that section 4 of Article I, as originally in the Constitution,
was then and is now surplusage?

Mr: BORAH. In my opinion, Mr. President, that is true so
far as protecting the polls against fraud, intimidation, and so
forth; we could have done that anyway. It has been true in
history and it is largely true in fact. I ask the Senator from
Wyoming under what power now do we protect voters voting
for presidential electors?

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am not discussing any of those
matters. I simply wanted to get the view of the Senator in
relation to the particular matter upon which I interrogated him.

Mr. BORAH. I understand the Senator, but it would be
interesting to know under what power we protect voters voting

.

for presidential electors if the argument of the Senator is cor-
rect. That is a proposition which needs the attention of our
friends in order that their logic may have full force.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But the difference, as I view it
at the moment, is that we have given a special power to Con-
gress by section 4 of Article I, and we now propose definitely to
deprive Congress of that power. Does that still leave in the
Constitution the idea of an implied power that we have ex-
pressly deprived Congress of?

Mr. BORAH. But we have expressly given to the State legis-
latures by direct terms the power to prescribe the manner of
electing these electors. That is expressly delegated to the State
legislatures in the same specific language that we here delegate
this, and yet certainly the court has held in the Yarbrough
case that they may be protected the same as are other parties.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then I understand that the position
of the Senator from Idaho is that Congress will possess the
same power to regulate the manner whether the power is affirm-
atively conferred or not.

Mr. BORAH. No; I did not say that, Mr, President. There
are many things connected with the manner of an election that
have nothing whatever to do with the proposition of denying
or protecting a man in the right to cast a vote. I say that under
section 4 of Article I we may, of our own desire, go out and
prescribe machinery for the election, whether the question was
ever raised as to the man having been denied his right in any
way, shape, or form. We could proceed to prescribe the man-
ner regardless of whether or not the question of the right to
vote was involved in the controversy. It gives us a wider power
and a wider range with reference to fixing the machinery by
which the election is carried on.

I grant to the Senator from Utah, if it became necessary in
any particular instance in order to see that the party had the
right ‘to vote, that we should prescribe a certain rule. I have
no doubt that we could do so, but beyond that, under section 4
of Article I, we could go and prescribe a rule, whether the
right bad been denied for him to cast his vote or not.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator permit me one other
question? )

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Dces the Senator from
Idaho yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. BORAH. I do.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator from Idaho think, if
this portion of section 4 of Article I is eliminated, that the
Congress of the United States would have the power to pre-
scribe the kind of ballot which should be used?

Mr. BORAH. I do not. Of course, conditions could be con-
ceived where a ballot might be so arranged to deprive parties
of the right to vote or work a fraud; if so, we could interfere.
But ordinarily, no.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then, does the Senator concede that
without this provision in the Constitution we could not have
provided for a written or printed ballot, or for the use of
machines?

Mr. BORAH. I do.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And that any State, if it should choose
to do so, could adopt the viva voce system of voting?

Mr. BORAH. T think so; and that is one of my objections
to section 4 of Article I. I think the State ought to be left
absolutely the power to fix the form of ballot and that form of
machinery having to do with the election. When the State -
has done that, I think that beyond that, if the question of
the right is involved, the Congress of the United States may
go any distance it desires for the purpose of protecting that
right.

When I was diverted from the subject I was discussing the
question of our power under Article I, section 5, and I desire
to guote here from the address of the Senator from New York
[Mr. Roor] in the Lorimer case. He said:

Mr. President, we here are not a court in the discharge of this high
function; we are more than a court. There exists no power in any
government short of an amendment of the Constitution of the United
States to limit or control the evidence we shall recelve or the grounds
upon which we shall act in judg!ni; the qualification and election of a

ember. The sole limit is the limit imposed by our own sense ‘of
what is just and right and for the :;ublﬂ,? weal., No striet rules of
evidence control us, no statutes dezlaring what shall or shall not con-
stitute a good eclection. We are not a board of canvassers counting
votes ; we are a body which Congress Itself can not control, protecting
the integrity, the purity, and the efficlency of this great representative
body, in many respects the most werful body under representative
government in the world. We are charged with that duty, and our own
consciences and sense of justice must determine the action we take in
the performance of the Uti' The question for us to determine is
whether, upon the whole, taking all thiz testimony together, the elec-
tion of WiLLiAM LoRIMER was Drought about by corrupt practices.

In other words, the interpretation of Article I, section 5, by
the Senator from New York gives us unlimited power to deal
with the cleanliness and the purity of the election of Members
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of this body, the same power which the House of Representa-
tives has to deal with Members of that body.

The Senator from New York contends that there ig no limita-
tion upon our power other than our conscience and our judg-
ment; and certainly we have never been aided by section 4,
Article I. We have never undertaken to assist Article I, sec-
tion 5, by legislating under Article I, section 4. We have always
proceeded under the power of Congress to deal with the ques-
tion of protecting the rights of the people regardless of where
and in what particular place of the Constitution that right was
guaranteed, and we have always proceeded to investigate the
title of a Member to a seat in this body unrestrained by any
other law than the conscience and the judgment of Members of
this body. Section 4 of Article I does not aid us; section 4, if
repealed, would not hinder us. ]

Mr. President, I come now to the other proposition, and that
is the question of protecting the Negro vote. I regret very
much that that proposition has been deemed to be necessary for
a proper discussion of this subject. But, as it has been brought
_ here for discussion, I want, before the subject passes from our
consideration, so far as I am concerned, to state some things
about which I have some fairly earnest convictions.

I do not know, Mr. President, how long the North is going
to play the hypocrite or the moral coward on this Negro ques-
tion. The North always assumes when we, come to discuss the
Negro question that there is in the North a superiority of
wisdom and of judgment and of virtue and of tolerance with
reference to dealing with that question which is not found in
other parts of the country. Call the roll in this Senate Cham-
ber of States where they have a Negro population and present
the record with reference to the manner in which the North
has dealt with this guestion, and tell me what authority any
man has to stand upon the floor of the Senate and chide any
part of this Union about the manner in which it deals with
this question.

The Northern States have exhibited the same animosity, the
same race prejudice and race hatred that has been developed
in the other parts of the Union. While I know that this will
grate upon the feelings of some, since the guestion has been
raised in this Chamber, I propose to do as the Senator from
New York said we should do, tell the truth in regard to this
matter., We burn the Negro at the stake; our northern soil is
cursed with race wars; we push the Negro to the outer edge of
the industrial world; we exhibit toward him the same intoler-
ance in proportion to his number in our part of the country as
they do in every other part of the land, and in the same way.
I have not a particle of doubt, Mr. President, if we had to deal
with this subject in all its widespread ramifications as others
have to deal with it, judging from what has happened in Colo-
rado, in Illinois,” and in numberless other States of the North,
we would exhibit the same qualities, display the same weak-
nesses and the same intolerance that others have been chided
with exhibiting or possessing.

Secondly, I want to ask my friends who have raised this ques-
tion of protecting the Negro in the South, and who assert that
we have the power under section 4 of Article I to deal with the
subject, why we do not exercise the power if we have it? We
have not only behind us in the Northern States, in proportion
to the black population, the same record, but in addition to
that, Mr. President, we stand before the country declaring that
we have the constitutional power to deal with this question, and
yet we must admit to every black man in the North and to every
black man in the South that we have not had the moral courage
to exercise that power. Speaking for myself, I deny that the
power extends where the exigencies of this debate have sent it,
and I resent the proposition that for 40 years wrongs have been
committed that we have had the power to deal with and that
we have cowardly refused to exercise that power. To say that
under Article I, section 4, we can protect the colored voter of
the South and at the same time to assert that he has been dis-
franchised is either to conviet ourselves of deplorable moral
cowardice or to wantonly libel the South.

It is a fine situation, Mr. President, in which the great Repub-
lidain Party finds itself in this debate. It has been practically
asserted, indeed, sir, it has been asserted upon the floor of the
Senate that under section 4 of Article I we ean deal with what
is called the *“ grandfather clauses” of State constitutions.
Then the question arises, When are we going to deal with them?
It is my deliberate opinion that we have not an iota of power
under section 4 to deal with the question of suffrage in any
State of this Union so long as it complies with the fifteenth
amendment to the Constitution, and whether it has or not can
always be tested under the provisions of that amendment alone
and of itself.

It has been asserted deliberately upon the floor of this body
that the repeal of section 4 of Article I would embarrass, if not
repeal, the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Consti-
tution. It was stated by the senior Senator from New York
[Mr. DEPEW] the other day, by the Senator from Montana [Mr.
Carter], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], and, as I un-
derstood, by the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Roor]
that when that section 4 should have been repealed the four-
teenth and fifteenth amendments would be rendered ineffective.

Section 4 of Article I deals alone with individuals. The
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments deal alone with the States.
It might be true that if section 4 were retained we could do
some things which it has been contended we should do by those
who are supporting the amendment of the Senator from Utah
[Mr. SurHERLAND] ; but certainly it can never be contended that
a provision in the Constitution which deals with individuals can
impair in any respect the provision of the Constitution which
deals alone with the action of the States.

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me
a question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the junior Senator
from Idaho yield to his colleague?

Mr. BORAH. Certainly.

Mr. HEYBURN. Is it not true that the fourteenth amend-
ment deals with individuals when it provides that the Congress
may interfere where the right to vote for a member of the State
legislature or a State judge is concerned? The individual right
to vote is dealt with in express terms in section 2 of the four-
teenth amendment.

Mr. BORAH. It has been decided so often, Mr. President,
that the fourteenth amendment relates alone to the action of the
States that I did not suppose it was a subject of controversy.

Mr. HEYBURN. No; that is the exception.

Mr. BORAH. The fourteenth amendment to the Constitu-
tion provides:

8pcTioN 1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States and
subject to the jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States
and of the State wherein they reside.

Would the repeal of section 4 destroy the ecitizenship of
people who are born in the United States or naturalized and
are subject to its jurisdietion?

No Btate shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the
privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States.

If section 4 were repealed, would it be contended that a State
could pass a law which would abridge the privileges or im-
munities of citizens of the United States? Would the State
have any less of an inhibition upon it with section 4 eliminated
than it has now?

Nor shall any Btate deprive any person of life, liberty, or property,
without due process of law.

If section 4, which relates to the manner of conducting elec-
tions, were repealed, would it be contended that any State could
pass a law which would deprive any person of life or liberty
or property without due process of law?

Nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the egqual protection
of the laws.

What provision of the fourteenth amendment is dependent
upon section 4 of Article I for its successful and eflicient
enforcement? If a State should pass any law inhibited by the
fourteenth amendment would there be any question that the
Supreme Court would have the power to declare it, and would
declare it, in violation of that amendment, and therefore void?
It is the State that is inhibited from action under the four-
teenth amendment, and it has been held by the Supreme Court
that the fourteenth amendment does not give us any power to
deal with individuals. Section 5 of the fourteenth amendment
provides:

Sec. 5. The Congress shall have wer to enforce, by appropriate
legislation, the provisions of this article.

There is no limitation upon the power of Congress. The four-
teenth amendment is complete within itself. Every right guar-
anteed by it may be protected by the Congress by appropriate
legislation ; it derives no aid or benefit from any other provision
of the Constitution. The same is true with reference to the
fifteenth amendment, which provides:

Anr. XV. Sgc. 1. The rlﬁht of citizens of the United States to vote
shall not be denled or abridged by the United States, or by any State
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.

8ec. 2. The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by
appropriate legislation.

Both of these amendments to the Constitution, Mr. Presi-
dent, relate to the action of the States as sovereignties and
members of this Union, and both of the amendments provide
that all appropriate legisiation may be enacted for the purpose
of carrying into effect or taking care of the rights guaranteed
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by their different provisions. We have not been told in what
respect the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments would be im-
paired. We have simply been advised that they would be
fmpaired. It seems to me that, if we will reflect for a moment,
those amendments and all the rights guaranteed by them
are completely protected by their own provisions. Those who
are seriously and earnestly in favor of electing Senators by
direct vote of the people will not long hesitate upon this propo-
sition.

The fact is, Mr, President, that this race question has been
brought here in the earnest hope that it would do service in kill-
ing this resolution. It is brought forward by those who have
stood in opposition to this and similar resolutions for 30 years
and who have employed every argument, good or specious, and
taken advantage of every parlinmentary situation to defeat the
measure. There is not an authority to be found in the books
which holds that under section 4 we have power to deal with
the question of suffrage in the States or as against the States.
There is not the slightest foundation for the contention that the
proposed change of section 4 will modify or weaken the provi-
gions of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. Both of
these amendments are complete within .themselves, and each
gives Congress unlimited power to pass any act appropriate to
make effective their provisions,

We have used the Negro as a political football about as long
as our own sense of decency or the Negro's developing intelli-
gence will permit. If we have a constitutional power which
may be used to his advantage, we ought to use it whenever and
wherever he is being wronged. If we have not such power, we
ought to cease to mislead him and have the courage to state to
him the truth. We ought at least to cease surfeiting the Negro
on these soporific applications of rhetorie, these tender and mov-
ing protestations embalmed from year to year in the CoNgrEs-
sIONAL REcorp. The colored man has advanced to a point where
we can well dispense with this perennial distribution of polit-
ical soothing sirup and give him the substantial food of hard
facts and simple truths. >

Notwithstanding it is clearly intimated—indeed, sir, essentially
asserted—that during all these years we have had ample power
to undo election laws which it is claimed disfranchise the Negro,
notwithstanding it is asserted that we have the knowledge of
the wrong and the power at our command to right it, we have
during all of this time remained silent. Now that another prop-
osition is to be served, a true reform throttled, we can no
longer suffer in silence.

The Senator from New York says let the truth be told.
Yes; let the truth be told. ILet us conceal nothing. The truth
is that the Negro is beginning to master his first great sad lesson
in his upward fight in civilization. He is beginning to realize
that the white man, whether in the North or in the South, is of
one and the same race; that in his blood is the virus of domin-
ion, of power. That while the slave chains have been broken
the industrial chains are being forged, wrought of the same
material as the old slave chains—greed and avarice, race hatred
and race prejudice. That the black race will inevitably wear
these chaing, wear them in the North and wear them in the
South unless the race is sturdy enough and strong enough and
gelf-reliant enough to reject them of its own force. That these
gualities and virtues must be acquired through self-discipline,
self-help, industry, frugality, and long suffering. It is the
badge of sufferance which God in His inscrutable wisdom had
placed upon them, and it must be worked out by the race itself
and the aid of those who truly sympathize with them and are
true enough and candid enough to tell them the truth.

All in the world the Government can do in this matter is to
assure the Negro the equal protection of the law and the pro-
tection of equal laws. This it can do, this it at all times ought
to do. Anything more would be ruinous to the Negro and
demoralizing to our whole body politic. If the time ever comes
when a political party has the power and the boldness to take
as its special wards and partisan vassals millions of voters
and in return for their vote give them special advantages and
special favors it will mark the beginning of corruption, race
hatred, and race war which wounld make the massacres of old
seem tame and uninstructive. 8ir, what we can do, what we
ought to do, what we have the power unimpaired under the
Constitotion to do is to give him the protection of equal laws.
This and no more is just and wise.

Let me say to the Negro from my place in {he Senate, although
I know my voice will not be heeded nor carry weight with
others, but I wait for time to make good—after the exigencies
of this debate are over, affer this resolution has again been
killed, if they should succeed, you will never again hear any-
thing about the virtues or the power of section 4. No measure
will be offered here, no bill passed under it for the substantial
advantage or benefit of the Negro. Let me say to the black man

of the South and to his black brother in the North, do not
permit the anxious and restless and hopeful spirit to call you
from the path you are pursuing of working out your own
salvation.

No law will be propesed, no statute passed, no voice will be
raised in this Chamber again for years. The silence of the
last decade will be followed by the silence of the next decade.
The Negro should turn from these political contentions and
political exigencies and find the truth in reading the plain terms
of the Constitution and decisions of the great tribunal that
has never trifled with his cause. There he will find the exact
measure of the Nation’s power. Yes; let the truth be told.
Let the hard facts be known that the State, and the State alone,
fixes the qualifications of the voter, and that outside of the prin-
ciple of no discrimination we are powerless to do otherwise.

/This is the great law of equality upon which all Republics are

founded, and it is the great law of equality under which all
races must work out their salvation, and under which we must
all be content to live. The North and the South must be sat-
isfied with the rule. [Applause in the galleries.]

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.
Mr. CLAPP submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
28406) making appropriations for the current and contingent
expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, having met, after full
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom-
mend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 12,
15, 18, 31, 35, 37, 39, 41, 43, 49, 51, 53, 54, 58, 62, 63, 64, 78, and 84.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 8, 10, 13, 14, 21, 22, 24, 27,
32, 33, 34, 36, 38, 40, 42, 44, 52, 59, 60, 65, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72,
75, 80, 85, 86, 87, and 89, and agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“three hundred and fourteen thousand three hundred™; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and in lieu thereof insert “and twenty-five”; and the
Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert
“geventy-five ' ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all the proposed amendment
and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“For construction, lease, purchase, repairs, and improve-
ments of school and agency buildings, and for sewerage, water
supply, and lighting plants, and for purchase of school sites,
$425000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall
report annually to Congress the amount expended at each school
and agency for the purposes herein authorized: Provided
further, That on the first Monday in December, 1911, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall transmit to Congress a report in
respect to all school and agency properties entitled to share
in dppropriations, general or specific, made in this act, and such
report shall show specifically the cost investment in such prop-
erties as of July 1, 1911, including appropriations made avail-
able by this act, (1) for the purchase, construction, or lease
of buildings, including water supply, sewerage, and heating and
lighting plants; the purchase or lease of lands; the purchase
or construction of irrigation systems for the irrigation of such
school or agency lands; and for the equipment of all such plants
for the promotion of industrial edueation, including agricultural
implements, live stock, and the equipments for shops, laundries,
and domestic science; (2) the physical condition of such plants
and their equipment; (3) an estimate of expenditures necessary
for (a) new buildings, (b) improvements, equipment, and re-
pairs necessary for the upkeep of such plants; and (4) a state-
ment of the quantity and market value of the products derived
from the operation of such plants for the fiseal year 1911 and
the disposition of the same. The Secretary of the Interior shall
accompany such report with a recommendation, supported by a
statement of his reasons therefor, as to the necessity or ad-
visability of continuing or discontinuing each such school or
agency plant.”
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And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 2 of the proposed amendment
strike out the word “shall” and insert the word “may”;
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with
an amendment, as follows: Strike out all of the proposed
amendment and on page 6 of the bill, after line 10, insert a
new paragraph, as follows:

“ For general expenses for telegraphing and telephoning in
the Indian service, $14,000: Provided, That the amount ap-
propriated in the Indian appropriation act approved April
4, 1910, for telegraphing and telephoning in connection with
the purchase of goods and supplies for the Indian serv-
ice, is hereby made available to cover all general expenses
for telegraphing and telephoning in the Indian service that
have been or may be incurred during the fiscal year 1911.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment
of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an
amendment, as follows: In line 10 of the proposed amendment,
afier the word * States,” strike out the balance of the amend-
ment and insert in lien thereof the following:

“ On or before June 30, 1918, and all repayments to this fund
made on or before June 30, 1917, are hereby appropriated for
the same purpose as the original fund and the entire fund, in-
eluding such repayments, shall remain available until June 30,
1917, and all repayments to the fund hereby created which shall
be made subsequent to June 80, 1917, shall be covered into the
Treasury and shall not be withdrawn or applied except in con-
sequence of a subsequent appropriation made by law: Provided
further, That the Secretary of the Interior shall submit to Con-
gress annually on the first Monday in December a detailed
report of the use of this fund: Provided still further, That the
Secretary of the Interior shall close the account known as the
civilization fund created by article 1 of the treaty with the
Osage Indians, dated September 29, 1865 (14 Stats L., p.
687), and cause the balance of any unexpended moneys in that
fund to be covered into the Treasury, and thereafter it shall
not be withdrawn or applied except in consequence of a subse-
quent appropriation by law; and that section 11 of the Indian
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1898, approved June T,
1897 (80 Stats. L., p. 93), is hereby repealed.” -

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with
an amendment, as follows: After the word * bridges,” at the
end of the proposed amendment, change the period to a comma
and insert “and that the limit of cost herein fixed in no event
shall be exceeded ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed :u.nend-
ment and in lien thereof insert the following:

“The first proviso in section 25 of the Indian appropriation
act, approved April 21, 1904 (33 Stat., 224), is hereby amended
so that the first sentence in said proviso shall read as follows:
‘Provided, That there shall be reserved for and allotted to each
of the Indians belonging on the said reservations 10 acres of
the irrigable lands’'; and there is hereby appropriated the
sum of $18,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to
defray the cost of the irrigation of the increased allotments,
for the fiscal year 1912: Provided, That the entire cost of irri-
gation of the allotted lands shall be reimbursed to the United
States from any funds received from the sale of the surplus
lands of the reservations or from any other funds that may be-
come available for such purpose: Provided further, That in the
event any allottee shall receive a patent in fee to an allotment
of land irrigated under this project, before the United States
ghall have been wholly reimbursed as herein provided, then the
proportionate cost of the project, to be apportioned equitably
by the Secretary of the Interior, shall become a first lien on
such allotment, and the fact of such lien shall be recited on the
face of each patent in fee issued and the amount of the lien
get forth thereon, which said lien, however, shall not be en-
forced so long as the original allottee, or his heirs, shall actually
occupy the allotment as a homestead, and the receipt of the
Secretary of the Interior or of the officer, agent, or employee
duly authorized by him for that purpose, for the payment of
the amount assessed against any allotment as herein provided
shall, when duly recorded by the recorder of deeds in the county
wherein the land is located, operate as a satisfaction of such
lien.” .

And the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out the first two words of the
proposed amendment and insert the word “ The.”

In line 24 of the proposed amendment, after the word “ quar-
ries,” strike out the words * under the provisions of section 3
of the act of February 28, 1801, Twenty-sixth United States
Statutes at Large, page 795.”

In line 30, before the word “ proceeds,” insert the word “ net.”

Strike out the last two lines of the proposed amendment and
insert: “That so much of the act of February 23, 1889, entitled
‘An act to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the
Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters, of the Fort Hall and
Lemhi Reservations, in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other
purposes,’ and the provision in section 7 of the Indian appro-
priation act approved April 4, 1910, as conflict with the provi-
sions hereln are hereby repealed.”

And the Senate agree to the same, E

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all the proposed amendment
and in lieu thereof insert:

“There is hereby appropriated the sum of $5,000, or so much
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available, for
the purpose of defraying the costs and expenses, including the
compensation of counsel, in the proceedings authorized to be
brought in the Court of Claims by provisions in section 22 of
the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 1911 approved
April 4, 1910, between the United States and the Yankton Tribe
of Indians of South Dakota, to determine the interest, title,
ownership and right of possession of said tribe of Indians in
and to certain lands and premises therein described.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to with-
draw from the Treasury of the United States the sum of $2,500,
or so much thereof as may be necessary of the principal sum on
deposit to the credit of the Chippewa Indians in the State of
Minnesota, arising under section 7 of the act of January 14,
1880, entitled ‘An act for the relief and civilization of the
Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,’ to pay the actual
and necessary expenses of the members of the White Earth
Band of Indians sent by a council of said Indians held Decem-
ber 10, 1910, to represent said band in Washington during the
third session of the Sixty-first Congress, which expense shall be
itemized and verified under oath by Chief Wain-che-mah-dub,
of said delegation.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and in lieu thereof insert the following:

“Provided, That the portion of the cost of this project paid
from public funds shall be repaid into the Treasury of the
United States as and when funds may be available therefor:
Provided further, That in the event any allottee shall receive
a patent in fee to an allotment of land irrigated under this
project, before the United States shall have been wholly reim-
bursed as herein provided, then the proportionate cost of the
project to be apportioned equitably by the Secretary of the In-
terior, shall become a first lien on such allotment, and the fact
of such lien shall be recited on the face of each patent in fee
issued and the amount of the lien set forth thereon, which said
lien, however, shall not be enforced so long as the original al-
lottee or his heirs shall actually occupy the allotment as a home-
stead, and the receipt of the Secretary of the Interior, or of the
officer, agent, or employee duly authorized by him for that pur-
pose, for the payment of the amount assessed against any allot-
ment as herein provided shall, when duly recorded by the re-
corder of deeds in the county wherein the land is located, operate
as a satisfaction of such lien.”

And the Senate agree to the same. !

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and insert in lien thereof the following:

“In the issnance of patents for all tracts of land bordering
upon Flathead Lake, Mont, it shall be incorporated in the
patent that ‘this conveyance is subject to an easement of 100
linear feet back from a contour of elevation 9 feet above the
high-water mark of the year 1909 of Flathead Lake, to remain
in the Government for purposes connected with the develop-
ment of water power.’”

-\\"/\\__
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And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree fo the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 3 of the proposed amend-
ment, after the word “available,” strike out the words “for
superiniendent’s cottage, $5,500”; and the Senate agree to the
same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert:
“ninety-five thousand one hundred ”; and the Senate agree to
the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert:
“In all, $82,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: After the word “dollars,” in line 4,
strike out the balance of the proposed amendment and insert
“ additions to dormitories, $30,000; in all, $50,200"; and the
Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following: “For the
purchase of water and irrigation for the growing of trees,
shrubs, and garden truck, $2,500 " ; and the Senate agree to the
same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and in lieu thereof insert the following: “ That the Secre-
tary of the Interior, in his discretion, is aunthorized to sell, upon
such terms and under such rules and regulations as he may
prescribe, the unused, unallotted, and unreserved lands of the
United States in the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Reserva-

- tions "' ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 3 of the proposed amendment
strike out the words “by the Government of the United States
may be made with the approval of ” and insert in lieu thereof
the words “ may be made by.”

At the end of the proposed amendment strike out the words
“ of the United States”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Strike out all the proposed amend-
ment and in lien thereof insert the following:

“The net receipts from the sales of surplus and unallotted
lands and other tribal property belonging to any of the Five
Civilized Tribes, after deducting the necessary expense of ad-
vertising and sale, may be deposited in national or State banks
in the State of Oklahoma in the discretion of the Secrefary of
the Interior, such depositories to be designated by him under
such rules and regulations governing the rate of interest there-
on, the time of deposit and withdrawal thereof, and the security
therefor, as he may prescribe. The interest accruing on such
fonds may be used to defray the expense of the per capita pay-
ments of such funds.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and in lieu thereof insert the following:

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
aunthorized and directed to remit the claim of the United States
against J. Blair Schoenfelf, late United States Indian agent,
Union Agency, Okla., and the Secretary of the Treasury is fur-
ther authorized and directed to pay to J. Blair Schoenfelt the
sum of $3,578.63, being the amount he has paid to the United
States, and the Secretary of the Treasury is further authorized
and directed to place to the credit of the proper Indian funds
the sum of $3,702.74.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“For continuing the construction of the Modoc Point irriga-
tion project, including drainage and canal systems, within the
Klamath Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon, in accord-
ance with the plans and specifications submitted by the chief
engineer in the Indian Service and approved by the Commis-
sloner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior in

conformity with a provision in section 1 of the Indian appropri-
ation act for the fiscal year 1911, $50,000: Provided, That the
total cost of this project shall not exceed $155,000, including
the sum of $35,141.59 expended on this project to June 30, 1910,
and that the entire cost of the project shall be repaid into the
Treasury of the United States from the proceeds from the sale
of timber or lands on the Klamath Indian Reservation.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“For support and education of Indian pupils at the Indian
school at Pierre, 8. Dak., and for general repairs and improve-
ments, to be immediately available, $6,000.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Strike out all the proposed amend-
ment and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“For the relief of distress among the Indians of Skull Valley
and Deep Creek, and other detached Indians in Utah, and for
purposes of their civilization, $10,000, or so much thereof as may
be necessary, to be immediately available, and the Secretary of
the Interior shall report to Congress, at its next session, the
condition of the Indians herein appropriated for and the manner
in which this appropriation shall have been expended.”

And the Senate agree to the same. .

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 1 of the proposed amend-
ment, after the word “of,” strike out the words “lateral dis-
tributing systems and the maintenance of existing”; and the
Sensate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed
amendment and in lieu thereof insert:

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to construct a bridge
across the Duchesne River at or near Theodore, Utah, $15,000,
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be reimbursed to
the United States out of the proceeds of the sale of lands
within the cedeéd Uintah Indian Reservation open to entry under
the act of May 27, 1902, including the sales of lots within the
said town site of Theodore.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: At the end of the proposed amend-.
ment add the following: *“{o be reimbursable from the Puyal-
lup 4 per cent school fund " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out all of the proposed amend-
ment and in lien thereof insert the following:

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to in-
vestigate and to report to Congress at its next session the
necessity or advisability of constructing wagon roads on the
Yakima Indian Reservation, the cost thereof to be reimbursed
out of the proceeds of the sale of surplus lands of such reser-
vation. If he shall find the construction of such roads to be
necessary or advisable, he shall submit specific recommenda-
tions in respect to the kind of roads to be constructed, their
location and extent, together with an estimate of cost for the
same,”

And the Senate agree fo the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 6 of the proposed amendment,
after the word ‘‘ thereof,” insert “not to exceed $35,000”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 4 of the proposed amend-

ment, after the word * timber,” insert * now.”

In line 29, after the word “feet,” strike out the words “in
any one year."”

At the end of the amendment insert a new paragraph as
follows:

“The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is hereby directed to
reopen negotiations with the Oneida Indians of Wisconsin for
the commutation of their perpetual annuities under treaty stip-
ulations and report the same to Congress on the first Monday
in December, 1911.”

And the Senate agree to the same.




2660

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

FEBRUARY 16,

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 48, 76, and 82 the
committee of conference has been unable to agree.
Moses E. CLAPP,
P. J, McCUMBER,
What, J. STORE,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

CHAs. H. BURKE,

P. P. CAMPBELL,

Jxo. H. STEPHENS,
Managers on the part of the House.

The report was agreed to.

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate further insist upon
its amendments and request a further conference with the
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, the
conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed by the Chair.

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore
appointed Mr. Crapp, Mr. McCuMEBER, and Mr. StoNE the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate. .

POSTAGE ON PERIODICALS.

Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Printing I report a
resolution (8. Res. 351), and I ask unanimous consent for its
immediate consideration. -

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PENROSE
this morning, as follows:

Resolved, That there be printed 25,000 coFtes of Senate Document
No. 820 S’lxty-ﬁrst Ccmggess, third session, * Letters from the Post-
master (leneral to Hon. Boies PENROSE relative to the section of the
postal ap&ropriation bill that provides for an inerease in the postage
rate on the advertising portions of ﬂ[lseriodlcal publications mailed as
second-class matter,” for the use of the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Utah? :

Mr. CULBERSON. Let the resolution go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the

resolution goes over.
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS FOR MONTANA AND IDAHO.

Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on Finance,
to which was referred the bill (8. 9113) fixing the salary of
the collector of customs for the customs district of Montana
and Idaho, to report it with an amendment, and I submit a
report (No. 1180) thereon. I ask for its present consideration.
It will take but a moment. )

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Finance with an amendment to strike
out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That hereafter the salary of the collector of customs for the district
of Montana and Idaho shall be $4,000 per year in llen of the present
galary and all fees, commission, and Ferqutsitiea of every nature allowed
or permitted under the provislons of section 2648 of the Revised Stat-
utes or other existing law.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE.

Mr. RAYNER. I desire to ask the Senator from Idaho
whether he proposes to ask for a vote this afterncon upon the
Sutherland amendment.

Mr. BORAH. I want to continue the consideration of the
joint resolution for awhile.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Vote!

Mr. BORAH. And if we could vote on the Sutherland amend-
ment I should like to do so.

Mr., CARTER. I understand the Senator from Idaho very
much desires to proceed with the consideration of the unfinished
business. In that behalf I desire to suggest that a number of
Senators have requested that an executive session be held this
evening, and inasmuch as fo my knowledge there are three or
four Senators who desire to speak briefly in the morning, I
trust the Senator will yield to a motion to proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business at this time. I can go forward
with my remarks to-night, but I should like very much to trace
the genesis of a certain section to which the Senator has re-
ferred, and I should prefer to go on in the morning.

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELsonN] desires likewise
to be heard briefly before the vote is taken, and I know of other
Senators. I think it quite obvious that a vote can not be
reached to-night.

Mr. BORAH. I suggest the proposition of taking a recess
until to-morrow morning, and then take up this matter imme-
diately on convening to-morrow morning.

Mr. CARTER. I understand the Senator from Indigna de-
sires to make some remarks to-morrow.

Mr, BEVERIDGE. No; I do not. I anticipated that this
matter and the other matter of which notice has been given
would probably consume to-day and to-morrow. I shall make
some observations on Tuesday next, but not before. We ought
to get through with this measure to-day and to-morrow. We
ought to get through with it to-day.

Mr. CARTER. There is no objection to taking it up imme-
diately after the close of morning business to-morrow, which is
very brief in the closing days.

Mr. BORAH. I should like to proceed with this matter for a
time. We had an executive session last evening, and there is
nothing before the Senate in the way of executive business
which is of any particular moment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is be-
fore the Senate.

Mr. NELSON. It seems to me we have given time to others
to debate it. I should like to make a few remarks, and the
Senator from Utah, I know, wants to speak to-morrow, and the
Senator from Montana, I do not think it is fair to crowd us to
go on this evening.

Mr. BORAH. I would not want to crowd anyone if it were
not for the fact that we have only about two more weeks. If
%i could have consent for a day to vote upon the joint resolu-

on——

Mr. BEVERIDGE. To-morrow.

Mr. NELSON. Let me suggest that we can agree to take this
up to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And vote on it before adjournment.

Several SeNATors. No.

Mr. NELSON. No; but take up the case.

Mr. BORAH. I ask unanimous consent that we may take up
this matter to-morrow morning immediately after the reading
of the Journal.

Mr. LODGE. After the routine morning business. I do not
think it desirable to cut off the introduction of bills and the
presentation of reports of committees,

Mr. BORAH. I will modify it and say to-morrow, immedi-
ately after the rountine morning business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho
asks unanimous consent that the joint resolution be consid-
ered to-morrow immediately after the completion of morning
business. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns
it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow.

Several SExATOors. No; no.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I submit that to the Senate.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from In-
diana withdraw the motion?

Mr. BORAH. Was the other matter disposed of?

Mr. WARREN. I hope the Senator will withdraw his mo-
tion. We have committees—the Appropriations Committee,
for instance—which will be in =ession to-morrow forenoon.
Witnesses have been bidden to come; the Secretary of Agrieul-
ture, for one, has been invited to appear as a witness, At this
late hour to-day to name an hour as early as 11 o'clock to-mor-
row would very seriously interfere with the business of the
Senate.

Mr. KEAN. I hope the Senator from Indiana will not insist
on his motion. The Committee on Interstate Commerce has a
very important meeting to-morrow at 10 o’clock.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Senators ask me to withhold the mo-
tion, and I do withhold it for a moment, to make this sugges-
tion to Senators. The reason I make the motion is that I
take it everyone wants to dispose of this matter, which has
now so long been before the Senate. It ought to be disposed of
to-morrow, and therefore I fix, as it is usual to do at this time
of the session, especially a short session, 11 o'clock, so the
measure may be disposed of. The Senator from Wyoming
and the Senator from New Jersey make the very pertinent sug-
gestion that there are commitee meetings scheduled for to-mor-
row. But the answer to that is that beyond all question the
debate, before any vote can be had, will take up all of the time
when the committees will be meeting, and therefore their mem-
bers would be deprived not of the opportunity to vote, but
merely of hearing the entertaining debates, which I observed
this afternoon was not sufficient to chain Senators in thelr
seats.

Mr. President, I make that motion.

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. That takes precedence.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock
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p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February
17, 1911, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 16, 1911,
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.

George Du Relle, of Kentucky, to be United States attorney,
western district of Kentucky. A reappointment, his term having
expired,

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY,

INFANTRY ARM,.

Lieut. Col. Francis H. French, Eleventh Infantry, to be colonel
from February 15, 1911, vice Col. Robert K. Evans, Twenty-
eighth Infantry, who accepted an appointment as brigadier
general on that date.

Maj. Edgar W. Howe, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be lieu-
tenant colonel from February 15, 1911, vice Lieut. Col. Francis
H. French, Eleventh Infantry, promoted.

Capt. Edmund Wittenmyer, Sixth Infantry, to be major from
February 15, 1911, vice Maj. Edgar W. Howe, Twenty-seventh
Infantry, promoted.

First Lieut. Edward A. Kreger, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to
be captain from February 15, 1911, vice Capt. Edmund Witten-
myer, Sixth Infantry, promoted.

CONFIRMATIONS.

Exrecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 16, 1911.
CoLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS.
Cornelius W. Pendleton to be collector of customs, Los An-
geles, Cal.
ReGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE.

William Farre to be register of the land office at Burns, Oreg.
wJollin C. Denny to be register of the land office at Seattle,
ash.
POSTMASTERS.

ARIZONA,

John Oscar Mullen, Tempe.
George O. Nolan, Ray.
CALIFORNIA.

William P. Taylor, San Rafael.
COLORADO.

Clayton Whiteman, Hayden.

CONNECTICUT,

William B. Bristo}, Stratford.

Charles H. Dimmick, Willimantie.

Thomas Walker, Plantsville.
GEORGIA,

Willlam W. Wade, Maysville.
ILLINOIS.

Silas H. Aldridge, Plymouth.

John C. Beever, Coulterville.

John W. Black, Brookport.

John W. Church, Marissa.

Thomas M. Crossman, Edwardsville,

Victor H. Dumbeck, Silvis.

Frank Fry, Depue.

Charles Scofield, Marengo.

William W. Taylor, Divernon.
INDIANA,

William V. Barr, Bicknell.

Walter Bradfute, Bloomington.

John M. Davis, Columbus.

Harvey H. Harshman, Dunkirk.

Norman T. Jackman, Waterloo,

Cary J. McAnally, Hymera.

William H. Mote, Union City.

Eli T. Steckel, Atlanta,

Laron E. Street, Brookston.

Fred B. Snyder, Brook.

M. Bert Thurman, New Albany.

IOWA.

Charles H.- Hoyt, Fayette.
KANSAS,

Lincoln Ballou, Tonganoxie.

1. I. Dolson, McCune.

XLVI—168

MARYLAND.

John B. Beard, Williamsport.
William C. Birely, Frederick.
Ulysses Hanna, Frostburg.
John A. Horner, Emmitsburg.
William Pearre, Camberland.
Morris L. Smith, Woocdsboro.
MASSACHUSETTS.
James F. Shea, Indian Orchard.
MICHIGAN.
Charles H. Bostick, Manton.
Charles M. Fails, Wolverine.
Henry J. Horrigan, Ionia.
Fred A. Hutty, Grand Haven.
Charles E. Kirby, Monroe.
Charles H. Pulver, Dundee.
Wesley T. Smith, Honor.
MISSOURL,
A. H. Dieterich, Wyaconda.
Henry Grass, Hermann.
Joseph Lake Sharp, Wellsville,
Rolla G, Williams, Illmo.
© MONTANA.

Willilam E. Baggs, Stevensville.
Lottie 8. Kimmel, Armstead.

NEBRASKA.
William H. Hopkins, Meadow Grove.
Carelius K. Olson, Newman Grove. .
Isaac 8. Tyndale, Central City.
NEW JERSEY.
Emma Cafferty, Allentown.
A. H. Doughty, Haddonfield.
John H. Nevill, Chrome.
Troman T. Pierson, Metuchen.
NEW MEXICO.
John Becker, Belen.
NORTH CAROLINA,

Willis G. Briggs, Raleigh.

Yann J. McArthur, Clinton.
PENNSYLVANTA,

Abel H. Byers, Hamburg.

Jesse B. Conner, Overbrook.

Samuel V. Dreher, Stroudsburg.

J. W. Grimes, Claysville.

H. C. Gordon, Waynesboro.

Augvstus M. High, Reading,

Elizabeth Hill, Everson.

William W. Latta, California.

Edwin R. Miller, Republic.

William J. Minnich, Bedford.

Joseph W. Pascoe, Easton.

Thomas Morgan Reese, Canonsburg,

James P. Shillito, Burgettstown. -

William W. Scott, Sewickley.

SOUTH DAKOTA,
Fred de K. Griffin, Selby,

TENNESSEE.

Samuel L. Parker, Sparta.
Noah J. Tallent, Dayton.

TEXAS,
Samuel J. Hott, 8t. Jo.
Hugo J. Letzerich, Harlingen.
David H. Mitchell, Ovalo.
Arthur N. Richardson, Elecira.
John B. Schmitz, Denton.
Jacob J. Utts, Canton.
Wilber H., Webber, Lampasas.

WASHINGTON.

Fred W. Miller, Oakesdale,
Emery Troxel, Connell,

WITHDRAWALL.
Ezecutive nomination withdrawn February 16, 1911,

Philip 8. Malcolm, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for
the district of Portland, in the State of Oregon.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Taurspay, February 16, 1911.

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that there is some
business upon the Speaker’s table that, in the judgment of the
Chair, at this stage of the session ought to be disposed of if it
can be. There are several conference reports also touching the
Army bill, and perhaps the legislative bill, that, in the judgment
of the Chair, ought to be brought to the attention of the House.
The business on the Speaker’s table is the first business in order,
and the Speaker will try to lay it before the House. The
Spealker lays before the House from the Speaker’s table the fol-
lowing Senate bill, with a similar bill substantially the same
on the House Calendar. The Clerk will report the bil.

The Clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (8. 10583) to amend the charter of the Firemen's Insurance Co.
of Washington and Georgetown, in the District of Columbia.

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the act of Congress approved
February 7, 1857, entitled “An act to extend the charter of the presi-
dent and directors of the Firemen's Insurance Co. of Washington and
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia,” is hereby amended so that
anthority is given the said insurance company to write fire insurance
on real and personal ?roPer{K wherever located and being, and shall no
longer be limited solely to the District of Columbia, as now.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a similar bill, H. R. 32724, on the
House Calendar was ordered to lie on the table.

BONDS FOR BUILDING OF PANAMA CANAL.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take from the Speaker’s
tagle the bill 8. 10456, a similar House bill being on the eal-
endar.

The SPEAKER. The Chair again lays before the House the
following Senate bill, a similar bill being upon the House
Calendar.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 10456) to restrain the Becretary of the Treasur
receiving bonds issued to provide money for the building of the lfa
Canal as security for the issue of, circulating notes to national banks,
and for other purposes.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I understand there is an under-
standing that the bill shall not come up unless there is a quo-
rum present. A member of the Ways and Means Committee on
the other side is present, and I therefore withhold it.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Curtis, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution :

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized to furnish
the House of Representatives with a duplicate enrolled copy of the
bill (8. 9405) to amend section 5 of the act of Congress of June 25,
1910, entitled “An act to authorize advances to the reclamation fund,
and for the issue and disposal of certificates of indebtedness in reim-
bursement therefor, and for other purposes,” the original having been
lost or mislaid.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:

S.10452. An act to authorize the Minnesota River Improve-
ment & Power Co. to construct dams across the Minnesota River.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment bill of the following title:

H. R.11798. An act to enable any State to cooperate with any
other State or States, or with the United States, for the protec-
tion of the watersheds of navigable streams and to appoint a
commission for the acquisition of lands for the purpose of con-
serving the navigable rivers,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 31657. An act to authorize United States marshals and
their respective chief office deputies to administer certain oaths;

H. R. 32473. An act for the relief of the sufferers from famine
in China;

H. R. 25569. An act to authorize a patent to be issued to Mar-
garet Padgett for certain public lands therein described; and

from

H. R. 31065. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce |

and Labor to purchase certain lands for lighthouse purposes.
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the
following title:
8.10583. An act to amend the charter of the Firemen's In-
surance Co, of Washington and Georgetown, in the District of
Columbia.

nama’

SENATE BILL REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its
appropriate committee, as indicated below :

S.10452. An act to authorize the Minnesota River Improve-
ment & Power Co. to construct dams across the Minnesota
River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

WILLTAM M, WIGHTMAN, DECEASED,

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 24123)
an act for the relief of the legal representatives of William M.
Wightman, deceased, with Senate amendment.

The Senate amendment was read.

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to
the Senate amendment,

The Senate amendment was agreed to.

STOREKEEPERS AND GAUGERS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R.
27837) an act to amend the provisions of the act of March 3,
1885, limiting the compensation of storekeepers and gaugers
and storekeeper-gaugers, in certain cases, to $2 a day, and for
other purposes, with Senate amendment.

The Senate amendment was read.

Mr, LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the Senate
amendment with an amendment. - That word “ now,” which the
Clerk has read as a part of the Senate amendment, was a pencil
memorandum which I made on it to indicate where my amend-
ment which I now offer should be inserted.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it without the pencil
memorandum.

The bill was read as directed.

Mr. LANGLEY., Mr, Speaker, I move to concur in the Senate
amindment with an amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s
desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky offers an
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 4 of the Senate amendment, after the words * compensation is,”
insert the word “ now,” go it will read:

“ Where the compensation is now less than $3 a day,” ete.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
ask the gentleman a question.

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANGLEY. I will.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Is this one of the bills to
increase the compensation of the gaugers? Is that the purpose
of the bill?

Mr. LANGLEY. I will state for the information of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, and of the House, that this bill, which
increases the salaries of storekeepers, gaugers, and storekeeper-
gaugers, in certain cases, from $2 to $3 a day, passed the
House some time ago. When it was being considered in the
House an amendment, suggested by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MANN], was accepted by the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. HirL], chairman of the committee reporting the bill, and by
myself. I learned afterwards, in talking with the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue about the matter, that the phraseology
agreed to by the House was such that it might be construed to
exclude from the benefits of the bill the class of men whose
salaries it was intended to increase, in certain cases where
these men were given other assignments than those named in
the bill as it passed the House, which was, of course, not the
intention of the gentleman from Illinois, nor ef any of us. After
the bill had been reported by the Senate committee, with
amendment, I discovered what I believed to be an error in the
phraseology of the Senate amendment. I conferred with the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and he agreed with me
that the insertion of the word “now,” as I am proposing,
ought to be made in order to make the meaning perfectly clear
and avoid any necessity for construction or regulation to
straighten it out. I also submitted the matter to the Senate
Committee on Finance, or, rather, to the Senator having the bill
in charge, and he agreed that the amendment was proper and
that he would arrange to have it offered on the floor as a com-
mittee amendment when the bill ecame up in the Senate. After
the bill passed the Senate yesterday he told me that, through
an oversight, the amendment was not offered; hence the neces-
sity of this further amendment, which, I am assured, will be
promptly concurred in when it is reported to the Senate.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I would like to ask the gentle-
man if he has any other legislation before this House than
legislation to increase the salaries of gaugers in Kentucky.

Mr. LANGLEY. Of course, the gentleman is talking face-
tiously now. He is always most entertaining when he talks in
that vein, . If he will kindly read the Recorp for the past four
' years he will find that I have advocated and have been instru-
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mental in having passed a good many measures in addition to
measures for the relief of revenue men, although I have done
all I could for them and have been glad of the opportunity of
doing =o.

Mr., HUGHES of New Jersey. But all legislation of this
kind has ecarried amendments increasing the salaries of the
gaugers.

Mr. LANGLEY. No; the gentleman is mistaken about that.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. How much are the salaries of
the Kentucky gaugers in excess of the salaries of the Judges of
the Supreme Court?

Mr. LANGLEY. Again the gentleman seeks to be facetious.
I wish it was a little nearer than this bill makes it. The
Supreme Court Justices get more in a month than these men
do in two years. I want to help the boys some who do the
hard work and get almost nothing for it. -

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Ever since the gentleman has
been in the House, it seems to me, and ever since I have been
in the House, each session we have had a measure before the
House to increase the salaries of the gaugers. How much are
they actually receiving?

Mr, MANN. This is the first time it has gotten to a vote.

Mr. LANGLEY. We had some legislation at the last session
that was of some slight advantage to them; but, as the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] says, this is the first increase
in their salaries that has been made. In advocating this legis-
lation I want to remind the gentleman that I am working for
the interests of the whole country, not alone Kentucky em-
ployees but employees in various States will be benefited by it.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I do not propose to oppose
this bill, but I would like to ask if there are any lame ducks
interested in this legislation.

Mr. MANN. This only allows $3 a day.

Mr. LANGLEY. If they are interested, with a view to
getting one of the places, as I infer the gentleman means, they
will not get very much.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MACON. DMr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. I
would like to ask the gentleman if this is the amount that was
carried by the bill when it left the House.

Mr. LANGLEY. It is the same amount, or, rather, it does
not raise the $3 limit. The House bill provided not exceeding
$3 a day for these men. :

Mr. MANN. The bill provided-not less than $3 a day, and
this fixes it at $3 a day.

Mr. MACON. BSo it can not get below $3?

Mr. LANGLEY. It can not. The Senate amendment merely
covers certain assignments which the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Illinois in the House the other day did
not cover—assignments which these same men sometimes get

and which, but for the Senate amendment, would or might

remain in the $2 class. That was not the purpose of the House
in passing the bill

Mr. MACON. What is the necessity for increasing the com-
pensation? Simply to put more dollars in the pockets of these
gaugers?

Mr. LANGLEY. This matter was fully discussed in the
House a few days ago and——

Mr., SIMS. The distillers pay it, anyway.

Mr. LANGLEY. No. We are seeking to give them a rate of
compensation that will enable them to live and at the same
time improve the service.

Mr. MACON. In response to what the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Sims] said about distillers paying——

Mr. SIMS. I asked if the compensation was not paid by the
distillers and not by the Government of the United States.
How is that?

Mr. LANGLEY. Oh, no; they are Government employees
and are of course paid by the Government. The commissioner
stated in his hearing before the committee that the amount
of increase that this bill carries will be many times returned
to the Government as the result of the improvement in the
personnel of the service and the prevention of frauds at small
distilleries, and so forth.

Mr. MACON. How do you expect to improve the service?
Do not the present gaugers do their duty for the compensation
they are now receiving?

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LaNe-
1EY] allow me to answer that question?

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes.

Mr. HILL. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue advises
us that there is no economy in the employment of $2 men, be-
cause they frequently have to employ special agents at $6 and
$7 a day to watch them. [Laughter.]

The trouble about the matter is that the compensation is =o
small that the civil-service employees who are eligible refuse
to take the assignments, and they have had to make a special
provision by which the civil-service regulations can be waived
for all of these employees who get less than $500 a year; and
they have to pick up men wherever they can get them, and they
are not getting satisfactory men. I think the gentleman will
appreciate the fact that this is a matter of economy. Seventy-
five per cent of all the frauds on the revenue, so far as illicit
distilling is concerned, is found in these small distilleries with
a capacity of 20 bushels a day. Those are the ones that are
watched by these men, and when the gentleman realizes that
the revenue to the Government is anywhere from $100 to $150 a
day from any of these distilleries in full operation he will see
how utterly absurd it is to put them in charge of men at $2 a
day and compel them to board themselves, and in most cases
having them board with the distiller himself, in the mountains,
where there is no other place to board. It is a question of
economy ; that is all,

Mr. LANGLEY. It will not only improve the service but the
quality of the liquor also. [Laughter.]

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him if he
thinks he can secure men to perform this service at $3 a day
who will not require any watching? [Laughter.]

Mr. HILL. The commissioner thinks he can do a great deal
better than he is doing now. He thinks he can. He thinks it
is a matter of pure economy and good service.

Mr. MACON. I want to say as to that, Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. This bill is before the House for consider-
ation. The gentleman from Kentucky has the floor. Does he
yield to the gentleman from Arkansas?

Mr, LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the gentleman
from Connecticut [Mr, HiLL], at his request, to answer the gques-
tion of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr., Macox], the gentle-
man from Connecticut being chairman of the committee that
reported the House bill.

The SPEAKER. Who is entitled to the floor now?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY].

Mr. LANGLEY. I think I am entitled to the floor, Mr.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER.
tucky yield?

Mr. LANGLEY.
[Mr, Macon].

The SPEAKER, For what purpose did he yield time?

Mr. LANGLEY. I understood it was only for a question,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macox]
is recognized for a question.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I understand——

The SPEAKER, Now to whom does the gentleman from Ken-
tucky yield? : :

Mr. LANGLEY. If the gentleman from Arkansas does not
want to press his question, then I yield to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. GARNER].

Mr. MACON. Mr, Speaker, I was asking the gentleman from
Connecticut [Mr. Hirr], when I was interrupted, if the depart-
ment believed that it would not reguire $5 and $6 men to
watch the $3 men?

Mr. HILL. They so state in their official communieation.

Mr. MACON. How many $5 or $6 men do they need to watch
the $2 men?

Mr. HILL. They have to visit the distilleries very fre-
quently, and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue says that
50 per cent or more of all the frauds on the revenue were found
under these $2-a-day men, but he informed the committee that
75 per cent of all the frauds on the revenue were found there,

Mr. MACON, How many gaugers are involved in this propo-
sition?

Mr. HILL. Probably 2350.

a matter of economy.

Mr. LANGLEY. The total number is less than 300 at any
rate.

Mr. SIMS. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. LANGLEY. I yield, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. S1us] to ask a question.

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. Hrur] this, because he has had much experience: Does
the gentleman believe the increase of salary of $1 a day would
make honest men out of these dishonest $2-a-day men?

Mr. HILL. I believe, myself, as a Representative in Con-
gress and as a business man, that the wisest economy that can
be exercised by the Government in this matter is to accede to
the request of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue on this
proposition, The present Secretary of the Treasury, and Mr.

To whom does the gentleman from Ken-

I yielded to the gentleman from Arkansas

More than that, however, this is
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Cortelyou before him, and the Secretary before him, Mr. Shaw,
and other Secretaries, as far back as I know, have, every one of
them, urged this legislation.

Mr. SIMS8. I know; but do not you think $3 a day is too
little to secure the object and purpose of it?

Mr. HILL. Let us iry it at $3 before going any higher.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Ken-
tucky yield for a suggestion?

Mr., LANGLEY. Certainly.

Mr. MANN. This bill passed the House the other day by
unanimous consent. As it was originally brought in it covered
a greatl deal more.

Mr. LANGLEY. There is a difference of opinion as to that.

Mr., HILL. And it has also passed the Senate.

Mr. MANN. It passed the House by unanimous consent;
and in the House there was a provision making the salary not
less than §3 a day, with the statement by the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. Laxcrey] at the time that the purpose of the
bill was to fix the salary at $3. That is the bill that is now
before the House.

Mr. LANGLEY. That is correct.

Mr. MANN. In the form in which it comes from the Senate
a word has been inadvertently left out of the amendment which
directly fixes the salary at $3 a day, as the gentleman from
Kentucky has already explained.

Mr. LANGLEY. The amendment makes the purpose of the
bill perfectly clear, and removes an apparent contradiction, and
that is the only object or effect of it.

Mr. MANN. It has already been disposed of by the House.

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes; and there was really no question be-
fore the House to provoke all this discussion. Both Houses
have already passed on the only material point in the bill—the
question of increase of salary.

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate
amendment with an amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report
on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill
(H. R. 29360), and I ask unanimous consent that the statement
may be read instead of the report.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Massachusetts calls up
the conference report on the legislative appropriation bill, and
asks unanimous consent that the statement may be read in lien
of the report. Is there objection? .

There was no objection.

The Clerk proceeded to read the statement of the House con-
ferees.

[For conference report and statement of the House conferees,
see CoNGRESSIONAL REcorp of February 13, 1911, page 2461.]

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Has this report been printed under therule?

The SPEAKER. It has been printed in the Recorp under the
rule. -

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, this is not a complete agree-
ment. There were between 200 and 300 Senate amendments,
and we have come to an agreement on all but about 12.

Of that part of the report upon which there was an agree-
ment I think I ought to say that the conferees all signed it.
Col. LivinesToN, the representative of the minority, is ill this
morning and is not able to be here, but he was in accord with
the report.

Now, I first move that the House agree to the conference re-
port, and then afterwards the matters which were left in dis-
pute will be taken up one by one.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. GILLETT. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I have not the amendment before me,
but I have in mind the Second Assistant Deputy Commissioner
of Pensions. I believe that is his title. If I remember cor-
rectly when this bill was before the Committee of the Whole in
the House the gentleman in charge of the bill stated that the
Commissioner of Pensions had stated to the committee that
there was no necessity for this officer. The bill was reported
by the Appropriation Committee to the House leaving out that
officer. Now I find it has been placed in the bill at the other
end of the Capitol

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman's statement is correct.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Can the gentleman assign any reason
why that officer was placed back in the bill?

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, it is a little embarrassing to
me to answer that question, because there was a contest on the

floor of the House in which I took the ground that inasmuch
as the Secretary had recommended that he did not need that
official it ought to be left out, and the House voted in that way.
The Senate put it back and the Iouse conferess, or rather, I
may state frankly, a majority of them, yielded to the Senate.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that my
recollection is that the House had two opportunities to pass on
the question when the bill was under consideration in the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Amend-
ments in different forms were offered in order to restore to the
bill the Second Deputy Commissioner of Pensions. The Iouse
refused to adopt either amendment, and showed unguesticnably
what the position of the House was on that question. It sesms
to me to be somewhat extraordinary for the conferees on the
part of the House, in view of that record, to agree on that
item at its first conference and bring it in in agreement with
other items, particularly in view of the fact that other matters
are brought back in disagreement. It seems to me that the
conferees should be able to give some good reason for yielding
on that amendment at this particular time.

Mr. GILLETT. As I said before, it is a little embarrassing
to me because I do not know that it is improper for me to
say that I was against yielding. My two colleagues were in
favor of yielding, but neither of them are present.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is unfortunate that nobody is able
to give an explanation for such extraordinary conduct oa the
part of the members of the conference committee, who are sup-
posed to represent the attitude of the House and not their own
personal preference in this matter.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I am not a member of that com-
mittee and can not answer as to what infiluenced them, but the
position that the gentleman from New York takes wonld be
such that there never could be an agreement by a conference
where there was a difference of opinion between the two
Houses. One House or the other is compelled to yield. Upon
this amendment which the Senate incorporated in the bill the
House conferees yielded. In other matters the Senate conferees
yielded. There never can be a settlement of these questions
unless one side or the other does yield.

I may perhaps state, Mr. Speaker, that a reason exists for
the amendment as proposed by the Senate which did not exist
at the time the matter was up before the House. It was then
stated that the business of the Pension Office was falling off and
that they did not require as much help there as they had re-
quired before. Since that time the House has passed a general
pension law that will make a vast amount of extra work if it
should become a law during the next year or two. That bill
has not only passed the House, but has been fa vorably reported
by the commitfee of the Senate and is on the Senate ealendar
and undoubtedly will pass. So, if there ever was need of two
deputy commissioners of pensions, that necessity still exists to
a greater extent during the next year or two than ever before,
and this will be the case if any new legislation is enacted.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I doubt very much whether
the gentleman from Illinois has contributed very much valuable
information to this sitvation. His argument might properly
have been addressed to this House had the item been brought
back in disagreement. It seems that somebody has urged on
the conferees the view that that position will be necessary be-
cause the House passed what is known as the Sulloway pension
bill, which has been favorably reported to the Senate. But it
is a matter of common rumor that the bill was reported to the
Senate, and may possibly pass there, because of the well-known
fact that if it does pass both Houses it will be vetoed by the
President.

Mr. FULLER. How does the gentleman know that fact?

Mr, FITZGERALD. It seems to me that the information the
gentleman from Illinois contributes has not been of any ad-
vantage to the House. This is the fact. This one position was
twice voted upon in the House before the bill left the House.

Mr, FULLER. No; only once.

Mr. FITZGERALD. And the House on two occasions upon
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Furrez] at-
tempted to place this position in the bill. The House on both
occasions declined to accept his amendment, and then. dis-
regarding the action of the House, indifferent to what the House
does, these conferees apparently accepted the arguments of the
gentleman or somebody else in the conference, and by its action
repudiates the action of the House taken on two oceasions and
brings back this item restored to the bill. As far as I am
concerned, I do not propose to vote to adopt an agreement which
contains this position placed in the bill in such a way. It may
be possible there are good reasons for retaining this office, but
certainly better reasons should be urged than those given by
the gentleman from Illinois, because the press of this city and
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well-informed Members of this House are repeating continually
that the President of the United States has let it be known
that if the bill to which he refers, which he says will necessitate
the work requiring this position, passes both Houses of Con-
gress, it will be vetoed by the Executive.

Mr. FULLER. How does the gentleman know that fact, and
gho authorizes him to speak for the President of the United

tates?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, I am not attempting to speak for
the President of the United States. I have more sense than to
attempt to do so. I am stating what are well known facts.
It is not necessary for me to speak for the President. There
are certain methods by which the White House permits informa-
tion about the action that will be taken on certain matters to
permeate this town, and Members well know that when informa-
tion of that character is permitted to leak out, it is taken as a
hint not by Members of the minority, but by very prominent
Members of the majority, as to the necessity of acting one way
or another on matters of importance. That has been so recently
demonstrated it shounld not be necessary to recall it to the
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. FULLER. What is the special reason that this single
item should be singled out by the gentleman from New York?
Why this one when there are numerous other items in the bill?

Mr. FITZGERALD. The special reason is that there is less
excuse for the- continuance of this particular position than of
any other position in Washington, and the House on two occa-
sions during the consideration of the bill so decided; and the
least the House has the right to expect was that those repre-
senting the House would not surrender and report the provision
back in agreement.

Mr. FULLER. I understand and am reasonably informed
that every member of the conference committee agreed to this
matier as now reported, except the gentleman having charge of
the matter here, and it was a vote of 5 to 1 on the conference
committee that the second deputy shounld be retained.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Three represented the Senate, and we
expected that much, and two represented the House, and the
other Member representing the House, in charge of the bill,
made the statement that he was not in favor of yielding on this
item.

Mr. FULLER. And he is the only one on that committee,

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is true that, ordinarily, where
the House or the Committee of the House votes directly upon
a particular item the conferees do not yleld at the first meeting
of the conferees, and possibly it would have been wiser in this
case to have reported a disagreement on this item. Yet it does
not seem to me to be worth while to reject the conference re-
port at this stage of the session because of a feeling of a ma-
jority of the House, perhaps, that this official should not be
continued during the next fiscal year. The time of the House
just now is more valuable on other matters than it is sending
this whole thing back to conference, in my judgment.

Mr. PFITZGERALD. Does not this bill have to go back to
conference anyway, as there are a number of items reported in
disagreement, and how is the time wasted?

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is partly right and partly wrong.
The items in disagreement go back to the conferees.

But if we reject this conference report every item in the disa-
greement goes back to conference, and we are practically no
nearer a solution of the problem than we were when we com-
menced. We have not any time to waste during the balance
of this session. This item only involves the continuance of
one officer in his place during one fiscal year. There is a dis-
pute as to the necessity of that officer. When the matter was
in the Committee of the Whole House in the House I voted
against retaining the office, but I do not believe it to be wise
now to reject the conference and take up more time of the
House over this so that we will be unable to properly consider
items in other appropriation bills, where the House will be able
to save dollars as against cents that would be saved if this item
were stricken from this bill.

. Mr, COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Massachu-
getts yield me two minutes?

Mr. GILLETT. I yield the gentleman two minutes.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I quite agree with the
gentleman from Illinois in much of what he says in reference
to the closing hours of this session, and too much time ought
not to be occupied upon these matters, but, in my judgment,
there is more involved in that than the question of a few dol-
lars. There is a question of prineciple involved in it. The
House was informed when this bill was under consideration
and this item was left out that the Commissioner of Pensions

had said that they could get along without such an officer. They
say it only involves an expenditure of $£3,600, and yet when
the Congress is told by the head of one of the great bureaus of
the Government that they can release a man who is drawing a
salary, in my judgment, and in the interest of economy, we
ought to heed the advice of the head of that bureau. As has
been well said, Congress is drawing to a close, but, in my judg-
ment, there is nothing to hinder us from holding night sessions
and fighting all these matters out if they ought to be fought out.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, it is quite
certain that we will have to hold night sessions and very likely
have to meet at 10 o'clock in the morning and also hold night
sessions. Then we will not have time enough.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I will say to the gentleman from Illi-
nois, we will welcome such sessions as those beginning at 10
o'clock in the morning, and holding night sessions if need be,
to dispose of this business. There is a cry going up every-
where in the interest of economy, and I want to commend the
gentleman in charge of the bill for opposing this item; I want
to commend the gentlemen upon that side of the House who
have stood for economy, but if we are honest in our demands
for economy here is a chance where we have an opportunity
of showing whether in reality we are for or against it.

Now, the gentleman from Illinois says that we can utilize
the time in other ways and possibly save millions of dollars.
Here is the place where we can begin to save a part of a mil-
lion of dollars—a useless office done away with in the House
after a vote twice here taken upon it, and yet at the other end
they force that officer upon us, and our conferees yielded upon
it. I do believe, Mr. Speaker, that this conference report ought
to be voted down, and let it go back and the conferees given
notice that we desire to see whether we can get any better
agreement out of the bill than has been obtained heretofore.
Almost $100,000 was added to this bill at the other end of the
Capitol in the way of increases of salaries—$99,000, in round
numbers. I ask the gentleman from Illinois whether it is in the
interest of economy that we yield upon this propesition or
whether or not it would be in the interest of economy to refuse
to yield and let the House take a vote upon it.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY].

COMMUNICATION FEOM THE SENATE.

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires at this point to lay the
following communication before the House from the Senate,
which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate resolution 349. L
Ived, That the Becretary of the

thmuse of Representatives gith a du?)?ﬁ;ttz ggr:ﬁte%“oi:;g :‘f, fll::nll?llll.
(8. 9405) to amend section § of the act of Congress of June 25, 1910
entitled “An aet to authorize advances to the reclamation fund, and
for the issue and disposal of certificates of indebtedness in reimburse-
ment therefor, and for other purposes,” the original having been lost
or mislaid.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Journal of
the House shows the Speaker has already signed the enrolled
bill that was referred to, but in some way the same has been
lost or misplaced; and the Chair therefore has signed a dupli-
cate which the Senate has sent here.

The Clerk will report the title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (8. 9405) to amend section 5 of the act of Congress of June
25, 1910, entitled “An act to authorize advances to the reclamation
fund, and for the issue and disposal of certificates of indebtedness in
reimbursement therefor, and for other purposes.”

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker when this matter was under
consideration in the House I favored dropping the office of one
of the Deputy Commissioners of Pensions. But, acting within
their jurisdiction and in the discharge of their duties, the con-
ferees receded from our disagreement to the Senate amendment,
restoring that office, and now it is proposed to defeat the entire
report simply because the conferees have not acted in accord-
glce with the judgment or the wish of a few Members of this

ouse.

I want to call the attention of the House to this fact, that we
are rapidly approaching the closing hours of this session: that
we have up to this time passed only one-half of the appropria-
tion bills through the House; that we have not yet considered
a single conference report on any of the important appropria-
tion bills. If we are going to waste the time of the House by
defeating this report and sending all of the amendments of
the Senate to the legislative bill back to conference, and they
can come in here and consume several hours in the considera-
tion of this report a second time, it will not be the fault of
the Committee on Appropriations or the fault of those who
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believe in disposing of this report if in the closing hours of
this session we are obliged to pass under suspension of the rules
important appropriation bills carrying hundreds of millions of
dollars. We have six appropriation bills yet to dispose of in
this House, and we have conference reports in addition to dis-
pose of, and now we are proposing to waste more time by de-
feating this report. If that is done, we will waste far more
than we would gain by ultimately dropping this position. I
hope, therefore, the report will be adopted.

iM;. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a ques-
tion

.Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I find in the report that the House has
receded from 141 amendments, and the Senate only receded
(tll;milc,l 3:28 amendments. Does the gentleman think that is a fair

vide

Mr. TAWNEY. That, Mr. Speaker, is a ecriticism that is
made of the conferees very frequently in this House, especially
on the legislative bill, when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
Cox] knows, as every other Member of this House does, that
one single Member, exercising his right as a Member, may, by
making points of order on this bill, prevent any change whatever
as to salaries, positions, or anything covered by the bill. Does
the gentleman from Indiana think for a moment that if the
House had had the opportunity of considering all of the amend-
ments taken out of the bill on points of order it would have re-
jected them?

Mr. COX of Indiana. I do not know.

Mr. TAWNEY. He does not know, nor does any other Mem-
ber of the House know, and yet when we enter a conference
the conferees must necessarily exercise their judgment as to
what amendments were taken out on points of order that the
House would have agreed to in the event it had had the oppor-
tunity, and they are simply exercising the rights they possess
when they recede and concur in Senate amendments that merely
restore original House provisions.

Mr. COX of Indiana. The gentleman propounds to me a
query, and I want to say in response that, in my judgment, if
the House had had a chance to vote, instead of using a point of
order upon the increased salaries which the Appropriation
Committee reported to the House, the Appropriation Committee
would not have been gustained.

Mr. GILLETT. Then what is the use of making a point of
order?

Mr. COX of Indiana.
of it.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I would like to snggest to
my friend from Minnesota this further fact; that if these
bills, rejected in the Senate, came to the House for amendment,
the reverse would be largely true as to the agreement.

Mr. TAWNEY. Absolutely true.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The Senate, exercising its right, adopts
many measures that both Houses are in favor of when it comes
to a show-down.

Mr. TAWNEY, I simply want to impress upon the House
the fact that if we defeat this report on account of the acts of
our conferees, we will consume more time in further considera-
tion of the conference report on the legislative bill, and a great
deal more time than the salary of this office and a great many
offices would amount to in the aggregate for the next fiscal
year, and, independent of the merits of the proposition, it is the
part of good judgment and business sense for us to adopt this
report and settle the matter.

Mr, GILLETT. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
GRrAFF], my colleague on the committee.

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I did not get into the House
until just a few minutes ago, after the guestion of our reced-
ing to the Senate amendment with relation to the second deputy-
ship of the Pension Bureau had been taken up. Everybody
knows that there remain a very few days until the end of this
gesgion. It was therefore incumbent upon the conference com-
mittee——

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. Speaker, why can we not hear?

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order.

Mr. GRAFF. It was incuambent upon the conference com-
mittee to carry out in good faith the promise made by the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Giurerr] to certain inquir-
ing Members of the House at the time we left the House to go
into conference on this bill, and he promised that certain spe-
cific items should be brought back to the House for considera-
tion. We fulfilled that agreement with reference to these other
items. With reference to this deputyship in the Pension Bu-
reau, it was apparent that the Senate would not yield on that
subject.

Because that is the shorter way out

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me right there,
I may say that any Member of the House had the opportunity
of excepting this amendment at the time the other amendments
were excepted if he desired to do so.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the House voted this amendment
down twice in committee.

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand that. But the members of the
House conference committee had a right to assume that when
the House was demanding the right to vote on certain amend-
ments and did not demand a separate vote on this amendment
that they were free to recede and concur or not, as they

saw fit.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I remember on that occasion that sev-
gmligeuﬂemen insisted that the conferees should have a free

an

Mr. GRAFF. In addition to that, as to the merits of the
question, if the Senate should pass the Sulloway bill or a simi-
lar bill, the work of the Bureau of Pensions will be largely
increased by that legislation.

5 M;. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a ques-
on

Mr. GRAFF. Yes

Mr. COX of Indiana. Has the gentleman any information
since the Sulloway bill was passed by the House that, even if
it were to pass the Senate and become a law, this officer would
be needed down there in the bureau to carry out that law?

Mr. GRAFF. I do believe he will be needed.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I asked the gentleman if he has any
information on that point.

Mr. GRAFF. My information is based upon a personal
observation during a period of 16 years, when I have had occa-
sion to visit the Pension Bureau perhaps as often as any other
Member of Congress. I happen to come from a part of the
State of Illinois which has a large number of soldiers, and I
know from observation and from information obtained from
those who are interested in the Pension Bureau—those special
examiners with whom we come in contact—that the business
under the second deputyship is larger in amount than the
business under what is known as the first deputyship. There
is no merit in the contentlon that this second deputyship ought
to be dispensed with under present conditions.

But, Mr. Speaker, the main reason which moved the con-
ferees of the House to recede and yield to the contention of the
Senate was that it was quite apparent that this was one item
upon which the Senate would continue to insist and that the
House would have to finally recede; and therefore, in the in-
terest of the expedition of business and the passage of this
appropriation bill, it was thought wise-to leave unsettled dif-
ferences only upon those subjects where there was an oppor-
tunity, or at least a substantial hope, that the House might
gtain a recession of the Senate upon the insistence of the

ouse,

Mr. KOPP. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. KOPP. In the schedule of wages throughout the de-
partments, is it not a fact that firemen receive $720 a year?

Mr. GILLETT. That is the regular rate.

Mr. KOPP. Then, can the gentleman explain why it-is that
in this bill, in the Treasury Department, provision is made for
three firemen, and then five firemen at $660 a year?

Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman refer to the page on
which the item occurs?

Mr. KOPP. On page 39.

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
GirLerr] will permit me, I think he had in mind the uniform
compensation allowed to watchmen. There is no uniform com-
pensation allowed to firemen; it is $720 a year unless otherwise
provided in the appropriation bill.

Mr. KOPP. Then, may I ask, how is the compensation of
the firemen determined?

Mr. TAWNEY. By the amount of work they do and the
number of boilers they have to attend to.

Mr, KOPP. If the gentleman will wait until I complete my
question, he can answer it more intelligently. How is the com-
pensation determined for one fireman?

Mr. TAWNEY. It depends altogether on the capacity of the
boilers and the amount of the work that he has to do.

Mr, KOPP. When it says “ one fireman,” there must be some
salary fixed.

Mr. GILLETT. I think the gentleman from Minnesota is mis-
taken. I think there is a statutory salary for firemen at $720.

Mr. KOPP. That is correct. Now, Mr. Speaker, in no de-
partment of this Government are there firemen who receive less
than $720 per year, except in the Treasury Department. My
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attention was called to this after fhe legislative bill had
passei the House, =0 I could not call the attention of the House
10 it here when that bill was under consideration. I investi-
gated and found that in that department for years there had
been five firemen drawing $660 who were deing the same work,
side by side, boiler by boiler, with those who are drawing $720.
Now, 1 am infermed that the Secretary of the Treasury recom-
mended that this be increased, and the Senate adopted an
amendment fixing this compensation at $720 per year instead
of $600. Our conferees have refused to concur in that amend-
ment and so it has been stricken out.

Now, Mr. Speaker, in this bill there ‘are any number of sal-
aries of those higher up which have been increased, and T am
not so narrow as to claim that in most cases they are not
entitled to it, but I do say that in the attempt to do justice
to those who are higher up gentlemen ought not to forget the
poor fellows who are lower down and who are trying to live on
$55 2 month. There are five of them who are affected by this
item. TFour -of them have families. They are white men and
are trying to live like white men, and I can not see why these
five firemen should be discriminated against when every other
fireman in every other department is drawing $720 per year.
So far as I am .concerned I am ready to send this bill back to
conference on that proposition alone. The humble employee is
just as much entitled to consideration as the one more promi-
nent. I believe that some of us at least ought to be willing to
see that the poor fellows get justice as well as those who are
higher up and who may also be entitled to it.

Mr. KITCHIN. The House conferees saved the Government
$300 in this matter, did they not?

Mr. KOPP. Yes.

Mr. KITOHIN. You ought te give them credit for that sav-
ing, as a matter of economy, ought you not? :

Mr. KOPP. They saved the Government $300 at the expense
of these five poor men and their families. This is not economy,
but it is a great Injustice to these employees. I trust that the
‘conferees will reconsider this item and see that justice is done to
those involved.

Mr. GILLETT. T yield five minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. HucraESs].

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, it is asked here
that we pass this conference report in the interest of the ex-
pedition of the public business. That argument is urged now
despite the fact that we dawdled away four or five hours yester-
Aay afternoon without any serious attempt to transact business.
It is argued that time has become of so much importance to-day
that we should yield upon a proposition ‘upon which the House
twice voted, by an overwhelming majority, to dispense with
the services of an official whe practically everybody in ‘the
House and in the department admitted was absolutely useless,
As was said in the debate before, this position is a sort of
vermiform appendix upon the Pension Department. But yet
you see that one determined place holder, supported by one
determined Member, can *“ play horse” with the whole House of
Representatives, Now, I have no particular desire to come
‘here at 10 o’clock in the morning and stay until 12 e'clock at
night. Of course, I have no such desire, but I am perfectly
willing to raise this issue right here and now, and let us de-
termine whether or not this body is to hold the purse strings
of the Nation. If this proposition had gone out upon a point
«of order, the argument made by the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Tawxey] might have :some force, but twice we solemnly
and deliberately voted that this official should no longer be
carried upon the pay rolls of the Nation ; and no argument has
been brought back here to us to justify the action of the con-
ferees in failing to-carry out the wishes and sentiment of this
House.

I was amazed when I learned that the proposition under
discussion was this official upon whom we spent almost an
entire afternoen. I thought he was dead beyond redemption,
but it seems only te have been a casge of suspended animation,
and he is back here as lively as ever, having mere lives than
a cat. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Illinois has already
covered himself with glory. He has .done enough this session
to make him secure forever in the affections of the people syvhom
he represents. Fifty million dellars a year increase ought to be
enough for the gentleman, go that he would let this House have
the little paltry sum of $2,500 a year.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. No; I can not yield. I want
to say, as an exhibition of effrontery and cheek, this surpasses
anything that has happened here in a Jong time.
and applause.]

[Laughter’|

” Mr., GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques-
on.

The question was taken, and the previeus guestion was
ordered. -

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House agree to
the conference report?

The guestion was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Huenes of New Jersey) there were 130 ayes and T8 noes,

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I demand tellers.

The BPEHAKER. Tellers are demanded. [After counting.]
Thirty-one gentlemen have arisen, not a sufficient number, and
tellers are refused.

So the conference report was agreed to.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr., Speaker, having now disposed of the
conference report, the matters which were left to be considered
by the House in disagreement will come up, and I move that the
House further insist on its disagreement to all these amend-
ments. I presume that on a great many of them there will be
no occasion or desire on the part of the House to consider them
separately, and therefore I make that motion on all the amend-
‘ments, and I will ask if there are any particular amendments
which Members wish te consider separately.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any one
amendment? If not, the vote will be taken on all.

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle-
man a question. If the gentleman intends to insist in the con-
ference on a disagreement, that is one thing; but if he simply
wants to get back into conference, so as to adjust some of these
matters, that is different. All ‘the matters brought back in
disagreement are items on which there was some desire to have
an expression of the House.

Mr. TAWNEY. Not on all of them.

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman from Massachusetts
and the conferees favor some of these items, they should test
the sense of the House by moving to concur in them, and not
take this method, which will mislead the House.

Mr. GILLETT. The gentleman from New York is mlstaken
when he says that all the items were specially reserved at the
request of the House,

Mr. FITZGERALD. All but one.

AMr. GILLETT. No; there were a number of them. There
are one or two of the items which personally I think the House
should concur in. That is my personal opinion, which I am
willing to express in-debate, but many of these I think the
House would not desire to discuss; and so I suggested as a
simple way that if there are. any particular items—and
they are all here on pages 2462 and 2463 of the Recorp—which
Members wish to discuss or vote upon we will take them up
separately.

Mr. TAWNEY. If Members desire a separate action on any
amendment they can move to concur.

Mr. MANN. A separate vote .can be had .on any amendment.

Mr. MACON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. MACON. Mr, Speaker, when this matter was before the
House a few «lays ago I asked the committee on .conference not
to agree to certain items that had been put on the bill by the
Senate until after the House had had an opportunity to express
itself upon these amendments. I thank -the committee for hav-
ing complied with my request in that regard and for having
brought each of the propositions back for the censideration of
the House. But, sir, I am of the opinion, after having seen the
House turn down its ewn action twice expressed on another
proposition, that it would be useless to detain the House for a
single moment upon a separate vote upon any question where
an effort is being made to raid the Treasury, and for that
reason I do not insist any further on a separate vote on any-

thing.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, T demand a sep-
arate vote upen the amendment 44, in relation to the salary of
the President’s secretary.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote
on amendments 30, 31, 82, and 33, page 28 of the hill.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate wote demanded on any other
amendment?

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote -on

amendments numbered 99, 100, 101, 102, 200, 202, and 208.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr./Speaker, 1 demand a separate vote

on the increased salary .of the governor of New Mexico and

Arizona. I have not got the mumber of it, but I reserved that

‘when the bill was reported back the other day.

Mr, MANN. That has been agreed to.
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The SPEAKER. That has already been agreed to by the
House.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Very well.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments upon
which a separate vote is demanded.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendments Nos. 30, 31, 32, 33, 44, 45, 99, 100, 101, 102, 200, 202,
and 203.

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken on the other
amendments, the motion being that the House do further insist
upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 30, %’ﬁ 27, line 7, strike out " five" and Insert
“ gix,” so as to read “ §6,000."

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the four amend-
ments be considered together, 30, 31, 32, and 83. They all re-
late to the same subject.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that amendments 30
to 33, both inclusive, relate to the same matter. Without ob-
Jection, they will be considered together.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, they do not.
right to object.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments for
the information of the House.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 27, line 7T, strike out * five " and insert * six.”

Page 27, line 9, strike out * thirty-two " and inseft * thirty-eight.”

Page 27, line 14, strike out * five™ and finsert “ six.”

I'age 27, line 16, strike out “ twenty-two " and insert “ twenty-six."”

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I object to their being
considered together.

The SPEAKER. The Chair again asks, Is there objection to
the consideration of the amendments which have just been re-
ported ?

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw my ob-
jection to their consideration together.

The SPEAKER. What is the motion of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist
on a disagreement.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts that the House do insist upon its
disagreement, >

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state to the House
how this matter came about. The question of increasing the
salary of the stenographers was not brought at all before the
Committee on Appropriations, so that the question received no
congideration before that committee at all. It was not sug-
gested in the House, and so it received here no consideration
at all. It was put on in the Senate. Of course it is a matter
that relates entirely to the business of the House, and is a
matter with which the House is fully acquainted, and I have
no doubt is ready to vote upon. But I wish to have read
from the desk the following statement in behalf of the
Official Reporters of the House which has been handed
to me.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement in the
gentleman's time.

The Clerk read as follows:

WasHiNgTON, D. C,, February 1§, 1911,
Hon. FrEpeEricE H. GILLETT,
Chairman House Conferces on Legislative Bl

Drar S8ir: The Official Reporters of debates on the floor of the House
respectfal uest, for the first time in 38 years, a moment's con-
glderation by the House of the question of their annual salaries.

The amendment placed in the bill in the Senate, belng amendment
No. 30, increasing the salaries from $5,000 to $6,000, was prepared for
presentation In the House, but was not presented because all similar
amendments were stricken out on tBoi.utt; of order. This is, therefore,
the 1ﬂrsl‘. opportunity to consider the proposition in the House on its
merits,

Every one who from year to ;ear watches the proceedings of the
House, the rapld threshing out of subjects, the informality of debate,
the swiftness of result, and the necessary noise and apparent confusion,
will understand that there i8 no other body in the world just like this
one; and it is the unanimous opinion of all well-informed and experi-
enced shorthand reporters that no other proceedings anywhere are so
difficult to rt correctly as the heavy days in the Ifouse. The
relative difficulty of court reporting may be summed up in one question.
How long could any court transact its business in the midst of the con-
fuslon which is always a practical rt of the day's work of a busy
gession of the House? Considerl e inevitable d-;mcu]tlu. the dally
CONGRESSIONAL REcorD is undoul ly the most accurate publication
in the world. This result is possible only by the long working to-
gether of a corps of highly trained and very skillful reporters, The

I reserve the

proceedings of the Dominion Parliament at Ottawa are printed first in
an * unrevised edition.” The only other publication approaching the
CONGRESSIONAL REcCORD is the Journal of the Debates of the French
Parliament ; and in the Chamber of Deputies 24 men are employed to
do the same work that is done in this House by six. This French corps
Is divided into 16 note takers, six revisers who take cheek notes, and
two chiefs who work on alternate days. There is mo other form of
employment with which to compare the compensation, because there is
none other which makes such pecullar demands on the skill and endur-
ance of the employees. Every lawyer familiar with the earnings of
the best court reporters in the larger cities, like New York, Chlc:&go.
Philadelphia, and Washington, is aware of the fact that they conslder-
ably exceed the amount suggested in - the Senate amendment. In the
courts of the District of Columbla no officlal reporters are employed
but all important cases are reported by privately employed shorthand
reporters, paid by the litiganis; and so few are the competent short-
hand reporters that all the important work is done by less than 10 men
who, under the law of supply and demand, are able to earn—at leas
the more successful of them—much larger annual averages than the
salaries of the Officlal Reporters of the House.

Speaking on behalf of my assoclates, I have a very wide acqualntance
among shorthand reporters, and I know of no similar number of men
anywhere who are their equals in the pecullar work they have to do.
Three of them are regularly qualified and admitted attorneys at law,
who acquired this knowledge to aid them in their work. All of them
had many years of special training before they were qualified for their
present positions. ot one of their gredecesaors ever survived the
strain of the work to live to normal old age.

When the present salaries were fixed the compensation was as high
as that of any reporters in the country. Now it is not. The increased
size of the House membership adds, and will inevitably add, xreatlg to
the difficulty and strain of the work. Of the House employees whose
positions were in existence 38 years ago, all except the official reporters
hu;‘e had their salaries largely increased. The officlal reporters have
not.

The matter is cheerfull
the increase unless its
e tfull Frep I

‘ery respectfully, RED IRLAND,
Benior Member of the Corps of Official Reportera,

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GILLETT. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I want to ask the gentleman if it is
not true that the reporters under the amendment now to be
considered—that is, the official House reporters—come under
the class of employees to whom we give an extra month at the
end of each session.

Mr. GILLETT. They have the month's extra salary.

Mr. COX of Indiana. And that month’s salary amounts to
one-twelfth of $5,0007

Mr. GILLETT. Yes.

Mr. COX of Indiana. What is the law, if there is any, that
would preclude or prevent the Official Reporters of the House,
when Congress is not in session, from seeking employment else-
where?

Mr. GILLETT. I suppose there is no such law.

Mr, COX of Indiana. They are at liberty to find employ-
ment wherever they can get it?

Mr. GILLETT. I suppose so.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gen-
tleman to yield to me for two minutes.

Mr. GILLETT. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Everyone here knows that the Official
Reporters of the House are exceedingly competent, and it is not
a pleasant duty for me to perform this morning to oppose this
increase of salary, but I have consistently opposed all increases
of salary, especially where it relates to the higher class of
employees, and I eall upon the Members of this House to read
the conference report as reported back from the Senate. As I
said a moment ago, the House conferees have receded on 141
Senate amendments and the Senate on 38 amendments. I fur-
ther call upon the Members of this House to read the bill as it
passed the other end of the Capitol and they will see that it is
true that every increase of salary, or almost every increase, is
for a man who is receiving a high salary. As the gentleman
from Wisconsin said a moment ago, the poor man who is only
getting a salary of six or seven hundred dollars a year has had
no attention paid to him whatever. I do believe, Mr. Speaker,
that the time has come when the House should assert itself
and not vote to increase these high salaries, because in my
judgment they are now receiving all they are worth, and espe-
cially in view of the fact that the Official Reporters on this floor
are not compelled to work more than eight or nine months in
the two years of a session in Congress, and in my judgment
$10,000, plus one month’s salary for each session, is abundant
salary for the work which they perform.

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. GILLETT. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to make one statement
in view of what the gentleman from Massachusetts said in
respect to the amendment having been made in the Senate.

submitted, and no member of this corps asks
tness appeals to the good judgment of the
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While the bill was pending in the House a member of the
Committee on Appropriations proposed to offer an amendment
on the floor in order that the House might have an oppor-
tunity to consider and pass upon the guestion of whether or not
they would increase the salary of the reporters of debates on
the floor and the stenographers to committees. Points of order
were made against every proposition of increase, and for that
reason the Member did not offer the amendment and the House
had no opportunity to vote on the proposition. But at the
request of members of the committee I addressed a communica-
tion to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of
the Senate stating these facts, and asked him to incorporate
this amendment in the bill for the purpose of giving the House
an opportunity to consider the matter, and I was influenced in
doing that by the fact that while salaries of officers and em-
ployees of the House have been increased generally the sal-
aries of the floor reporters and comuiittee stenographers have
not been increased in 40 years. The salary which they receive
now is the salary which was fixed 40 years ago, when the mem-
bership was but 203. I did this because I felt that the House
ought to have an opportunity to consider whether or not, in view
of the increased labor of these employees and other increases
of salary, their salary should be increased. It was for that
reason I made the gequest of the chairman of the committee of
the Senate.

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yleld for a question?

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly.

My, MANN. In the practice between the Senate and House
has it not been the custom for the Senate to determine in refer-
ence to the salaries of its employees and the House to determine
in reference to the salaries of its emp!oyees°

Mr. TAWNEY. Always.

. Mr. MANN. Now, does the gentleman mean to say, because
the House has certain rules therefore the Senate shall attempt
to determine the salaries 6f employees of the House? Would he
favor our attempting to hold out against the Senate and deter-
mine the salaries of Senate employees because they have rules
to which we did not subseribe?

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois
that it is also true that, for the chairman, it has for many years
been the custom of the Committee on Appropriations of the
House to make requests like this, and the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate has invariably honored
such requests by inserting the desired amendment when it per-
tained only to the employees of the House.

Mr. MANN. One further guestion.

Mr. TAWNEY. In a moment. Now, I want to say my re-
quest to the chairman of the Senate committee was in con-
formity with the long-established practice, and I was influenced
in making that request by the fact that the salaries of these
employees of the House was fixed many years ago, since which
time the House has almost doubled in size and the force of
Official Reporters has been increased during that time by only
one,

In view of these facts I thought they were entitled at least
to have the proposition considered by the House that employs
them,

Mr. MANN, Will the gentleman yield for a further ques-
tion?

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes.

Mr, MANN. Is not there a method under the House rules by
which this can be brought before the House at any time on a
report from the Committee on Accounts?

Mr. TAWNEY. That committee has not met, I am informed,
or made any reports at this session of Congress.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman attempt to read lectures to
other committees of the House, and, therefore, if they do not
meet, ask the Senate to help out the House?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I interrupt the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MAxNN]?

Mr. MANN. It is not necessary to reply to that. Of course,
we have reports from them constantly. We know they meet.

Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia. Do I have the permission of
the gentleman from Minnesota to make a statement?

Mr. TAWNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, with reference to
the Committee on Accounts, I want to say that that committee
has met frequently during this session, and the only reason we
have not met more frequently is that the chairman of that
committee has been for two weeks, and is now, ill and in a
hospital. And I do not think it comes with good grace from
my friend to suggest that the committee is negligent in its
duty, under those circumstances.

Mr. TAWNEY., I will say to the gentleman from Georgia
that I did not say the committee had no meetings. I said that
I was so informed, and my information comes in this way: The
Committee on Accounts is now certifying to the Committee on
Appropriations certain items to be carried in the general de-
ficiency bill, and when asked why they were not acting
on theose items themselves, I was informed that the commit-
tee lwas not meeting. That is the way I obtained my infor-
mation.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yesterday we had a meeting
but had no quorum, but we undertook to meet. There are only
three members of the minority on that committee, and they
could not of themselves constitute a quorum. There are six
members of the majority on that committee, and they constitute
a quorum. It is true we have not been able to dispose of all
the business referred to us, but I do not understand that there
has ever been an effort before the Committee on Accounts to
increase the salaries of these officials of the House. I want to
say in defense of myself and the minority members—of course,
the gentlemen who represent the majority upon that committee
must speak for themselves—that I want to resent the idea that
we are not discharging our duty by reporting every resolution
here that proposes to increase the salaries of employees. I do
not want to be understood as saying that I do not believe there
are some galaries that ought to be increased, and I might vote
for some, but it is not due to the fault of the Committee on
Accounts that any proposition of this kind did not come before
the House.

Mr, TAWNEY. I did not say it was.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman said that the
Committee on Aceounts had not met. We met yesterday, and
we propose to meet to-morrow, ]

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Georgia ought to remember
that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] was in a
pretty tight hole and had to give the best excuse he could
think of.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman ought to give
an excuse without censuring other people.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a moment?

Mr. GILLETT. For how long?

Mr. FITZGERALD. A couple of minutes.

Mr. GILLETT. I will yield fo the gentleman from New
York two minutes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I did not know until the
gentleman from Minnesota made the statement just how this
item got in the bill. I am not going to discuss the propriety of
an increase of compensation for stenographers at this time. I
consider it unwarrantable impertinence for the Senate to make
any proposal to increase the compensation of any official of
this House, no matter at whose suggestion it does so. I am
inclined to believe that to prevent any repetition of such action
this amendment should not be agreed to. This matter could
have been presented either to the Committee on Appropriations
or to the Committee on Accounts, where it could have received
consideration and a recommendation made one way or the other
to the House, and until the proper method is pursued to take
such matters up in the House I am opposed to considering at
all the suggestion either to increase or to change the com-
pensation.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.

Mr. GILLETT. Yes.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. This amendment proposes to in-
crease the salaries of the stenographers on the floor from $5,000
to $6,0007

Mr. GILLETT. Yes.

Mr. RUCKER of Missourl. For about how long a time are
they employed each year? What is the average time?

Mr. GILLETT. I suppose the average is about six months
each year.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.
six months’ work

Mr. GILLETT. Yes.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman there,
Is it not true that recently a Member's private secretary has
been made a stenographer to the committees?

Will the gentleman yield?

So that $5,000 is really for the

Mr. GIGLETT. I do not know that it is true or that he
Wwas. :
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. These gentlemen possess no

other qualifications than those required of all stenographers.
l}Ae man who can do ordinary court work can do this work, can
not?
Mr. GILLETT. They have to be unusually accomplished.
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Mr. OLMSTED. No ordinary court reporter in the United
States could take this dialogue that is going on at this
moment.

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. What is the
use of debating here when nobody can hear?

Mr, GILLETT. I call for a vote, Mr. Speaker.

Mr, YOUNG of Michigan. What is the question?

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote.
 Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BUTLER. On what do we vote?

Mr. GILLETT. The motion was that the House insist on
its disagreement to the Senate amendments,

The SPEAKER. The motion pending is that the House in-
sist on its disagreement with the Senate.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Maxnw) there were—ayes 139, noes 23.

Ho the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is recog-

nized.

M{ GILLETT. I ask that the Clerk report the next amend-
men

The Clerk read as follows:

On e 40, line 18, strike out “slx™ and Insert “ ten,”
41, line strike out seventy ™ and insert * seventy-four

Mr. GILI..ETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and agree to the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Grurerr] moves that the House recede from its disagreement
to the Senate amendment and concur in the same.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, this proposition is mew. It
was not suggested to the House committee or to the House for
the reason, as I understand, that the need of it did not ocecur to
the White House until the resignation of the present secretary
and the search for a successor. The position of the Secretary
to the President has become in recent years exceedingly im-
portant. I in the last 20 years, with the enormous in-
crease of the various activities and functions of the Federal
Government, no department has increased in work more than
the Executive; the crush of business which comes to the Execu-
tive has been constantly swelling, so that now the White House
is overrun by business of every kind. For many years it has
been the function of the Secretary to the President to do much
of his confidential work., We have had there very important
and successful men. BSecretary Lamont and Secretary Cortel-
you, both of them, showed such ability in that position that
they went into the Cabinet. Secretary Loeb became collector
of the port of New York. There have been, there is now, and
it is necessary that there should be, in that office men of great
ability, great tact, and great discretion. The secretary is a
confidential adviser, probably the most confidential adviser that
the President has.

Ifi. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a
guestion?

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. CLAYTON. Does the gentleman think it requires on the
part of this Becretary to the President any more tact or
ability than that possessed by a Benator of the United Btates
or a Representative idn Congress or a United States cirenmit
Judge?

Mr, GILLETT. Not necessarily; but now you can not get the
type “of man for that position that you can get for a Senator or
Representative or circuit judge, becamse there goes with
those positions a dignity that does not go to the position
of the Secretary to the President. And the gentleman wsvell
knows that men take these positions not simply for the
salary that goes Wlth them, but for the dignity that attaches
to them.

Mr. CLAYTON. I want to ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. GILLETT. Let me answer the first question first. One
of the very purposes of this increase of salary is to give to this
position a dignity which it ought to have, and which will indi-
cate that it is not a mere secretaryship, as it has stood in the
past, but a position of influence and importance; and I think
this ehange of salary does largely accomplish that, and it is the
only way it can be accomplished. There is many a man who
would not take a secretaryship at $6,000 who would take the
position of assistant to the President at $10,000; and there
ought to be sufficlent dignity and salary attached to the position
so that the President should not be obliged, as he has been in
the past, to take a young man whose ability is yet to be proved,
who is believed to have the capacity but has not yet been tested,
but we ought to be able to get a man of mature years who has

and on page

already proved that he has those gualities which are needed in
the position.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Is it not true that Lamont and Cor-
tielyc;u and Loeb were all young men when they took this posi-

on?

Mr. GILLETT. That is just what I say; that in those cases
by a happy accident men were selected who had the ability,
although they had not proved it up to that time. They showed
afterwards that they had the capacity for that position; but
¥you ought to be able to get a man of sufficient maturity, who
has already proved that he has those qualities, and not be com-
pelled to guess that he has them.

Mr. CQOX of Indiann. Does the gentleman say whether or not
he has any assurance that even though the salary be increased
to $10,000, that would hold a man in this position when an
oppogttmtty presented ifself for him to get $20,000 or $25,000 a

ear?

My. GILLETT. That is just what I think it wounld. If a
young man takes this position to prove that he has the ability,
and as a stepping-stone to a lucrative position, as those men
did, then you can not hold him; or if you do, it is at a sacrifice
which a young man ought not to be asked to make; but if you
make it a position at $10,000 a year you can get a man of
mature years who will take it and stay by it.

Mr. COX of Indiana. That is the very question I put to the
gentleman a moment ago. If he gets $10,000 a year and that
furnishes him a stepping-stone to something higher, and the
better opportunity comes and a salary at $25,000 a year is of-
fered to him, does not the gentleman believe he will vacate his
$10,000 position and take the higher one?

Mr. GILLETT. No; I do not. I think we can make this
such an attractive office that we can keep a man of the ability
which we ought to have there.

Mr. CARLIN. The gentleman understands that, even with
this additional inducement of a greater salary, we could not
provide in this bill against a gentleman accepting a higher
salary if he wanted to.

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, certainly not. .

Mr. CARLIN. We can not provide by legislation against a
matter of that sort.

Mr. GILLETT. ©Of course we can not.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman recalls that in
1808 and 1899 Mr. George B. Cortelyou was Secretary to the
President. Does the gentleman mean to say that the Secretary
to the President now has more duties to perform than Mr.
Cortelyou had during President MeKinley's administration in
1898 and 18997

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly I do. In the last 10 years the
duties of the seeretary have very mueh increased, as the coun-
try has increased.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 1Is it not a fact that Mr. Cortel-
you got only $5,000 a year in 1898 and 18997

lfir. EI] LETT. Very likely. That is just what I am arguing
against.

Mr. CARLIN. You could not get Mr. Cortelyou for that

NOW.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia.
worth, I think.

L]Ir. CARLIN. The gentleman would not say that seri-
ously.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. As secretary; yes.

Mr. GILLETT. I beg to differ with the gentleman,

Mr, CLAYTON. Mr, Spasker, may I ask the gentleman a
question ?

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman was n.rgning in behalf of
dignity a little while ago. I understand from his argument
that he takes the position that for this $6,000 salary paid to
the Secretary. to the President we can not buy a sufficient
amount of dignity to fill that office.

Mr. GILLETT. I did not say so,

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman thinks that the additional
$4.000 will add only dignity to the office.

Mr. GILLETT. I did say “only dignity;"” I think it does
add dignity and it adds attractiveness.

Mr. CLAYTON. What public excuse or reason is that for
the expenditore of public funds?

Mr. GILLETT. If the gentleman will hear me I will try to
give him some information.

Mr. CLAYTON. 1t appears to me that $6,000 has heretofore
proved an adequate compensation, and I see no reason why any
man should be paid more for dignity than a man who presides
over a circuit court as judge. I suppose he has as much dig-
nity as anybody, and I suppose that a Senator of the United

It would be as much as he was
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States has as much dignity as anybody. Is it claimed that,
therefore, in order to get Senators and circuit court judges of
great dignity we ought to buy them more dignity by in-
creasing their salaries? I will thank the gentleman for infor-
madion.

Mr. GILLETT. Why, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is argu-
m;gd on my side. Either he misinterprets or distorts what I
said.

Mr. CLAYTON. Perhaps the gentleman from Massachusetts
did not appreciate the sarcasm.

Mr. GILLETT. What I said was that a circuit court judge
or a Senator would take those positions not on account of the
salary alone, but on account of the dignity; that the positions
themselves were above that of a secretary to the President, and
for that reason they attracted men to fill them.

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GILLETT. I will,

Mr, SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman if a similar propo-
sition did not come here from the Senate to give the Secretary
of State an undersecretary at $10,000 a year, and was not this
same argument made in favor of that, and, although the House
did not agree to it, have we seen any lack of perfect service in
that department?

Mr. GILLETT. That is not this proposition.

Mr. SIMS. I think the gentleman from Massachusetts advo-
cated it.

Mr. GILLETT. There is no question but that the duties of
the President’'s secretary are extremely important for one rea-
son, because of the confidential relations he must have with
the President. He ought to be a man who is thoroughly sym-
pathetic with the President and has the same political and
moral outlook, because he is his most intimate adviser and
friend. Therefore he ought to be a man of great natural and
cultivated eapacity.

Moreover, he is in a great measure the mentor as to the occu-
pation of the President. He has to divide up his time for him.
The President can not waste his time in making social and
business appointments. His secretary must be a man of such
discretion and sagacity—and that is a hard quality to get—that

he can make these arrangements and engagements which the |

President has no time to make. That requires a vast amount
of tact and ability and judgment,

Then, the Secretary to the President has necessarily to deal
very largely with the press. Somebody has to regulate what
shall go out from the White House. There are few matters
which require more discrimination than that, He has, too, to
be a buffer between the President and the public. A man
ought not to be taken without experience, but the position ought
to be able to secure a man of mature years who can be a friend
and confidant and intimate of the President. I do not think
$£10,000 is too much to pay for that, and I do not believe for
less we can be sure of securing a man competent for the
position.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, we have had Presi-
dents and private secretaries to the Presidents before the
present administration. While I agree that there is a good
deal of work and increased work for a private secretary in the
office of the President, yet men like Daniel Lamont, George
Cortelyon, and William Loeb have filled that position with dis-
tinguished honor and ability, and I do not believe that an ad-
ministration proclaiming to the country that it is necessary to
practice the strictest economy ought to come here and ask
that the private secretary’s salary shall be increased to
$10,000 a year. Men serve here in the House and in the
Senate for one-quarter less than is asked for this particular
office.

This bill when it left the House and went over to the Senate
and came back here after it had been amended in that body
contained more than 200 amendments, Most of them were
amendments increasing the salaries of men whose salaries are
already high.

Mr, COX of Indiana. What did it amount to?

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I think the increases amounted to
more than $100,000 upon salaries alone.

Mr. Speaker, such an increase as is shown in this bill in the
salaries of those whose salaries are already high should not be
allowed.

We ought to stand for economy, and I regret that it is not pos-
sible to vote on all the increases in this bill, but such a thing
can not be done now. Below I give the amount of increase in
new items and increase in salaries as shown in this bill by
amendments when the bill came back to this body. This
ta;;]el is approximately. correct and shows a large increase in
salaries.

Inercase in new items and increase in salarics.

Senate amounts.
Offices created and new | , oo Offices increased or Tn- De-
items. 2 d
sala- sala-
ries, ries,
Remﬂng .............. S TR0 | Cladks. o . s isasannsfraamensns $2,220
Assistant mdex,er for 8. P. oL T IEE T PR Tt B e L L] e 1 2,100
documents.
Printing clerk. ...cccaneanan 2,220 | Assistant librarian ........ 200 1. .unvns
................... 2,520 | Assistant keeper of sta- 100 |.
tionery
Assistant clerk............. 1,800 | Taboress. ... - oo ool so=a] 2,180
Clerk to Committee on 2,500 Assistanr. clerks to com- 400 |........
Manufactures, -
Additional amount for clerk 1,000 |..... do .................... 40 5. eneis
to Committee on Rules.
Anpistanty o T 1,200 | Clerk to Committee om |........ 2,220
Manufactures.
Stenographer and tiype- 900 | Messengers.......enee-nnaa-] 1,800 | . ...
writer.
e e e 1,440
Sliperintendent press gal- P e
ery.
Assistant soperintendent F 1R e
press 5
J\.sstsimt and stenog- 8003 e
Secretary to the Presi- 4,000 | ......
dent.
Civil Bervice Commission
Expert examiners...... 5, 000 st X
Becretary....oceveennas 4,000 e enee
Chief, Bureau of Trade 400 [C.......
Relations.
ent:
Division of A e v mnnians Chief clerk........cccoanans 1,000 |........
muntti and Surety Law clerks. .ovveearninanas 2,500 1...c0000
Bookbinder............ 1,250 | Chief division
1y e R P 000 | Assistant chlefdiviainn....
Law and bond clerk.......
Inspccaoto .................
Comptroller of the T
Auditor Post omm
Director of the Burean
Printing and Enﬁmvmg
Director of the Min 3
Adjuster of accounts,
Books and incidentals. ...
) Assistant receiving teller...
Redemption clerk. ........
Mint and assay office:
Assay off cg at Char- |ieuvecsss CIERR o iaa s arivasins
Assayer and melter.... 1,500 | Employees and wages. .
Wages, workmen and 900 | Assayers, Helena, Mont ..
employees.
Incidpmmh and con- D00 [T s ervien s vamenm daw e
tingent. Superintendent,New York.
Assayer, Salt Lake, Utah ..
Govemor, Arizona. _......
Govumor, New Mexico..
War Departm
Writerofspaciﬁcations 1,200 Assistantchlefcieﬂr
ete. Disbursing clerk. .
Appointment elerk ... ..
Superintendent of build-
ing, Btate, War, and
Navy.
Messenger. .
- Elevator conduectors . .
ghjel' clerilé and solicitor..
llpe‘l'V‘|S gem:neer ......
Sanitary and heating en-
gineer.
Ly e e R e
GRS o b P
Public ‘ii:v;ﬂldings and
Supplying uniforms, 2,800 | Buperintendent ........... 800} ieiaee
ete., monument.
Repairs, corridors...... 5,000
Nav? t:
ahorers. ... ......-of--.- . -....| Telegraph operater........ 1001........
Monthly Pilot, North 2,000 | COPYISt.seesecucsnanacain: 80 [........
Padfic
Clerk 1,800 | Assistant........c.ieeesans 200 4. . ivuea
Files, fireproof 5,000
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Increase in new items and increase in salaries—Continued.

lBezmte amounts.
Offices created and new Amonn Offices increased or
items. t. decreased. nré:;ed Y
sala- | sala-
ries. ries.
Interior Departmant:
Assistant chief of divi- $2,000 | Chiefelerk......cccenneenae $1,000 |.......-
On.
Second deputy com- 3,600 | Assistant commissioner.... o) 1 |
missioner.
Bkilled laborers. .......| 11,220 | Investigations, etc......... 250 |.-uniaeaa
Assistant examiner of 2,400 | Electrical engineer......... [ e s
mi marks and de-
slgns.
Do.. : .| 9,000
Post office:
PRI, . o iamad 800 | Clerk, chiefl.........c..c...
Assistant superintendent. .
Department of Justice:
oL B S — 960 | Attorney incharge of titles.
ghiefcletgl;.d“g et
ent of prisons. .
G Dar
Librarian........
Assistant solicitor. . .......

Department of Commerce
and Labor:

t Becretary.....
Judicial:
Clerk, additional, court 250 3,000 |.occeace
of appeals. -
Stenographer, district 720 200 |oooii
court, eastern Illinols
600 |--eenna-
ol T 88,110 1106, 980 | $18,240

Benate decreased items: For installing testing machine, Pittsburg, Pa., $25,000.
Net increase in Senate amendments, $151,850,

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
New York for five minutes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, which will result in
the compensation of the Secretary to the President being fixed
at $10,000 a year. I shall not enter into a discussion as to
whether the occupant of that office, who receives to-day $6.000

" a year, gets adequate compensation for the services performed.
In comparison with the compensation paid to other important
officers of the Government he is adequately paid. The As-
sistant Secretary of State receives $5,000 a year. The three
Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury receive $5.000 a year.
The man who, in my judgment, performs as important and as
difficult work as any man in the Government service, requiring
much higher capacity and a different type of man than the
President’s secretary, is the Comptroller of the Treasury, and
his compensation has been, up to the present, $6,000 a year.

When the legislative bill was under consideration in the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, the Secretary to the President ap-
peared before the committee. He made the statement that the
executive force in the White House was costing seventy thou-
sand and some odd dollars a year. He said that the organiza-
tion there was such that the best results could not be obtained;
that what was needed were higher class men in some of the
offices, and that some of the well-paid men in the lower positions
might be dropped. He asked the committee for authority to
reorganize the force, to have an assistant to the secretary, at
$5,000; an executive clerk, to be called chief clerk, at $4,000;
an appointment clerk, at $3,500; a record clerk, at $2,500; 2
expert stenographers, at $2,600 each; an accountant, at $2,500;
2 correspondents, at $2,250 each; 1 disbursing clerk, at $2,000;
3 clerks, at $2,000 each; 6 clerks of class 4, $10,800; 2 clerks of
class 2, at $1,600 each; 5 clerks of class 2, at $1,400 each; 2
clerks of class 1, at $1,200 each; 1 clerk-messenger, $1,000; 2
messengers, $900 each; 2 messengers, at $840; 2 laborers, at
$720; and in that schedule which was svbmitted to the com-
mittee by him he placed the compensation of the Secretary to
the President at $6,000 a year.

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption
there?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman for a question.

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman who is now occupying the
position of the secretary is the one who presented that schedule.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is true.

Mr. TAWNEY, At that time he contemplated continuing in
the office he is now filling. He did not and would not accept
an increase of salary if Congress saw fit to give it to him.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think that is very much to his credit.

Mr. TAWNEY. Therefore, he did not ask for the increase,
but now he asks for it, knowing——

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, the gentleman is not now asking
a question. He is trying to destroy the effect of the argnment
I desire to make, and he can do that in his own time. What is
the theory upon which the Secretary to the President urges
th;g compensation to be increased? I will quote what he
said:

The Secretary to the President, theoretically, should be an old friend
and assoclate of the President, some man who has known the President
long, knows his personal and political frien and can act in a busi-
ness way as a kind of business aid. He should come and go with the

Chief Executive.

I agree that he should come and go with the Chief Executive,
but the experience of every President of the United States has
been that the type of man described by Mr. Norton would not
make a good secretary. The President has rarely in the history
of the country selected some old friend and associate ac-
quainted with his personal and political friends.

That is not the type of man needed at all. What is needed
is a man somewhat disassociated from the President who will
have a somewhat different viewpoint and temperament, so as to
be able to prevent errors being made in handling people at
the White House more successfully than if he have the same
temperament and characteristics of the President. I might
refer to the last administration and the success with which
certain things were accomplished in the White House as per-
haps the most emphatic argument in favor of not having a man
of the same temperament and same characteristics and who had
long been associated with the President in his official work.
Mr. Cortelyou had not been long associated with President
Roosevelt. He entered that office as a clerk, a stenographer——

Mr. GILLETT. If the gentleman will permit, he does not
wish to claim that friends are necessarily of the same tempera-
ment and characteristics? .

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; but the men who go into the White
House are much better off if they are not permitted to get too
close to its occupant. Mr. Cortelyou went to the White House
as stenographer from the Post Office Department, and by dif-
ferent promotions finally became Secretary to the President.
Nobody charges him with a lack of capacity; that he was not an
efficient man. From that office he went to the head of the
Department of Commerce and Labor and organized it. From
there he went to the Post Office Department, and then to the
Treasury Department. Now, because a very estimable and com-
petent man is about to retire, it does not seem to me, M.
Speaker, that the Republican Party is so devoid of patriotic and
competent men that the President among his close friends, who
are keenly interested in the success of his administration, will
not be able to obtain a competent, efficient Republican as a sec-
retary unless his salary be fixed higher than ever before in the
history of the Government, higher than that of Members of the
House, higher than that of Members of the Senate and of many
important officials in every department of the Government. I
know the Republican Party is in somewhat desperate straits,
but I am unwilling to confess it has come to such a condition,
[Applause.] This increase is not justified and should not be
granted.

Mr. GILLETT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. BUrkE].

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I believe this
salary should be made $10,000 a year, and for any man fitted
to fill the position I think it is a very moderate sum. There is
no position in this Government that is more exacting in its
duties. There is no man called upon to endure more hardships.
The White House, I regret to say, has become the dumping
ground of the Nation’s troubles, and every man in this House
knows it. A man capable of properly performing the dutles
incumbent upon the President’s secretary ought to be a diplo-
mat; he ought to be a man capable of courteously handling
men; he has to be a man of infinite tact and never-ending
energy; and to the assistance of such a man the President of -
the United States is entitled. He takes the place, in a large
measure, of the general manager of a corporation, for this Gov-
ernment is the greatest corporation in the worlds They have
their presidents, but people having dealings with them go to
the general manager so frequently that his office has mueh more
onerous and exacting duties than the chief himself, and in this
particular case the position is not unlike the one I have
mentioned. .
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The comparizon suggested in this debate between the salaries
of Senators and Representatives is not fair. The man who
occupies this position does not have a moment’s time the year
round to devoted to his private business; other men do. His
work is continuous, day and night, from the 1st day of January
until the 31st day of December. He comes constantly in con-
tact with Senators and Representatives in Congress, also with
the representatives of the press and the great body of the people
who go to the White House on business. Ability of the highest
order is essential to success in that position. I do not believe
the salary will change the importance of the position. Its dig-
nity is fixed by its duties, and they are not only manifold in
number, but widely varied in their character. The talent of the
business man, the skill of the statesman, and the adroitness
and courtesy of the diplomat are all attributes which can find
play in this position. Mr. Speaker, for these reasons I believe
that the salary of $10,000 would be a very modest sum as com-
pensation, and I hope the amendment will prevail

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Fisu].

_Mr., FISH. Mr. Speaker, I regret that as a Member of the
majority of this House I can not support this amendment.
[Applanse on the Democratic side.] It would be far more
agreeable to me to be able to support it, but I believe the in-
crease is entirely disproportionate to the service rendered as
compared with the salaries paid in other branches of the Gov-
ernment service.

I do not understand that the character of the duties of the
Secretary to the President have changed from the time of the
inception of this Government to the present time, except that
the country has grown, and consequently the duties have be-
come more arduous. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
GmrerT], in advocating it, made, in my judgment, the best
argument for its defeat when he said that Mr. Cortelyou, Mr.
Lamont, and Mr. Loeb had served there. I would remind him
that this office has become a stepping-stone to preferment to a
better place outside of the Government service, and therefore
the gentleman who occupies it should be willing to take the
salary as it exists to-day.

Now, a great deal has been said of the dignity of this office
as a reason for increasing the salary. What is the dignity of
this office compared to that of a Senator or a Member of the
House of Representatives? It is simply that of an executive
clerk, a clerk to the President. It has always been so con-
sidered, and I trust that the time will never come when it is
not so considered.

True it is that it has been filled by many distinguished men,
among others, Sidney Webster, one of the greatest lawyers in
this country; John Hay, the able United States Secretary of
State; Horace Porter, ambassador to France; Daniel 8. La-
mont, Secretary of War; George B. Cortelyou, Secretary of the
Treasury; and William TLoeb, collector of the port of New
York; and rarely has it been more efficiently filled than it is at
present. The dignity of the office while held by all of them in
no way was affected by the amount of salary.

Why, if you increase this salary to $10,000 a year you will
have the next Secretary to the President—and I do not say
under the present President, but under some other President—
so inflated that it will be the old story of the Doorkeeper of
the House of Representatives from Texas who, during Gen.
Grant’s administration, wrote home and said that he was a
“bigger man than old Grant.” That story reflects what will be
the feeling of the person who will fill the office if we increase
its salary to $10,000. [Applause.]

Ar. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY].

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I am one of those who can see
no reason for this increase. I have been trying for eight years
to find out just what are the duties of the Secretary to the
President. I have been able to find out some of them. One of
his duties seems to be to prevent Members of this House who,
in the discharge of their official duties, have incurred the dis-
pleasure of the President of the United States, from seeing the
President, even on business.

Those duties of this official, which are most prominently
brought to the attention of the public, could be discharged,
with just as much tact as has been displayed heretofore, by the
intelligent colored gentleman who acts as messenger in the
Speaker’s room. It was not long ago that, at the command of
one of these secretaries to the President, an old lady, the mother
of a family, who did not leave the outer office as soon as the
secretary thought she ought to leave, at the command of the
secretary was dragged sereaming across the White House
grounds by Secret Service officers assisted by Negroes. If these

secretaries on a salary of $6,000 a year can be guilty of such
absolute lack of tact, of such outrages as these, in the name of
God what will they do if we increase their salaries to $10,000
a year? One of these prize fighters, Jack Johnson, or John L.
Sullivan, or any of them, could carry out some of the duties
with which these secretaries seem to be charged.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED].

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I am one of those who ear-
nestly hope that this proposition will prevail. If the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. RAinEY], who has just taken his seat, con-
siders the argument he has made an intelligent and dignified
discussion of this proposition, I am willing that he shall have
the monopoly of that style of argument. If he considers that
a prize fighter or a messenger of this House is equal to this
task of the President’s secretary, I do not care to enter into
any discussion with him along that line.

Mr, MANN. He was talking about what he hoped would
occur in the next administration.

Mr. OLMSTED. He might be In a position then to secure
what he desires. In my judgment, the Secretary to the Presi-
dent should be a man of wide experience in political and public
affairs, familiar with the public questions of the day, ac-
quainted with the public men of the day, and in every way
qualified to stand by and assist the President in the performance
of a great portion of his minor duties, leaving the President
himself free to consider the larger matters. While I am not
an aspirant for the position and would not take it at even the
increased salary, I think that a term or several terms of serv-
ice in one or other of the Houses of Congress would largely
improve the capacity and fitness of a Secretary to the President.

Mr. SHERLEY. Would the gentleman consider it a pro-
motion? .

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, I will say this, that there are about
95 per cent of us who would not be as well fitted to fill that
position as we are to do what we are doing here. I hope that
if the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrARk], upon his annexa-
tion-of-Canada platform, shall ever succeed in reaching the
White House he may be able to secure the services of my friend
from New York [Mr. Firzeerarp] as his private secretary; but
I do not believe that gentleman would accept the position at
either $6,000 or $10.000 per annum.

Mr, HEFLIN. The gentleman admits that there will be a
Democratic President.

Mr. CLAYTON. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly.

Mr. CLAYTON. Has the gentleman any knowledge as to
what *“lame duck” will be given this place if it is increased to
$10,0007

Mr. OLMSTED. I have no knowledge as to who will be
selected for that purpose, but I do know and we all understand
that in the contemplated retirement of the very courteous gen-
tleman who now fills that position the President is in great
difficulty in securing a man at all suitable at the present salary.
The commerce of the country has more than doubled within
the past few years; the public questions which the President
must consider have vastly increased in number and importance.
The duties of the secretary have correspondingly inecreased
since the present salary was fixed. His duties are not only
important, but often of a delicate and confidential nature. He
is on duty night and day 365 days in the year, and in leap
year 366. The President is in great difficulty in his effort to
secure a man at all suitable at the present salary.

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman yield again?

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman believe that if the salary
were now $10,000 it would make any difference with respect to
this present incumbent?

Mr. OLMSTED. T do not believe it would; but it does make
a difference in securing a successor to him.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rucker].

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to
this Senate amendment. If the press correctly informs ns, the
condition of the Federal Treasury is such that the President is
even now threatening to veto measures passed by Congress
carrying relief to many people. We recently passed here, by
an overwhelming vote, a bill which would carry sunshine into
the homes of 450,000 people, old men, men who wore the blue and
who followed the fate of the flag, and yet we are told by the
press that by reason of the depleted condition of the Treasury
the President will be compelled to veto that bill if the Senate
dares to pass it. And yet these same gentlemen are to-day
asking us, asking Congress, to vote an increase of about 70
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per cent in the salary of the President’s secretary. I am op-
posed to it. There can be no good reason assigned for it.
Gentlemen may talk about tact and skill and all of those
peculiar qualifications go essential to the performance of the
duties of this position, but the fact remains that for a great
many years we have existed and no complaint has ever been
made, so far as I know, on account of the inefficiency and
incapacity of the gentlemen who have chanced to fill that oflice
from time to time.

I hope this House will vote down the proposition. There is
too much of a disposition here to grant increases of salaries to
those who already draw lucrative salaries. There is toco much
indifference to the cry that comes from the people all over this
country, who are working for meager salaries, for a slight raise
in their pay. Here in the city of Washington are thousands and
thousands of people, representing every State in the Union,
who are applying earnestly, almost piteously, to this Congress
for a slight increase in their wage, that is so low now as to
make it almost impossible for them to subsist; and yet we
answer them, we answer the great multitude of people, by say-
ing the condition of the Public Treasury will not justify the in-
crease. But let one man with powerful political infiuences back
of him appeal here, and gentlemen who ordinarily stand in de-
fense of the Treasury are, it seems, leading in the raid upon
the Treasury. I protest against it

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri
has expired.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GrRaHAM]. ’

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, while the proposed
inerease in this salary is greater than I would like to see made
in one jump, yet if there can not be any intermediate figure fixed
I am for the amendment as it stands. I believe in economy,
but I believe in a wise economy, and the President of the United
States, as the head of this great Nation, occupies a position
where he needs at his elbow constantly a man of great ability
and of great reliability. For seven days in a week and for
365 days in a year the private secretary to the President is on
duty, and on duty a great many hours every day. His work
is of a very arduous character, and he needs to be a man of
great judgment, of fine discretion, of splendid training, willing
and able to deal with all classes of persons. If in the past,
as has been intimated, the secretaries have not been what they
ought to be, that is only an additional reason why a better
salary should be paid, and better men obtained; and Congress,
I think, ought to be consistent with itself in this matter. It
has already appropriated some $25,000 a year to enable the
President of the United States to be absent from his office, and
in his absence the duty falls upon his private secretary to
meet contingencies which the President would have to meet were
he there., That is an additional reason why that secretary
ghould be a man of fine ability.

Mr. CLAYTON. Does he not take a vacation in the summer?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. No; the private secretary to the
President can not have any vacation, except as he accompanies
the President.

Mr. CLAYTON. Does he not ride all over the country with
the President at public expense?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Two minutes is too short a time
to enable me to permit the gentleman from Alabama to inject
his speech into mine.

Mr, CLAYTON. I simply wanted to improve the gentleman's
speech; that is all. [Laughter.] I might add that while this
is not a political matter, I may be influenced somewhat by
the fact that the office is soon to be filled by a Democrat——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GILLETT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. HugHES].

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, the real reason
why this amendment is being supported here is not being stated
in the debate, and probably will not be. Consequently I am
going to state some reasons why I think the amendment should
not be supported.

I do not think gentlemen will be led astray by these argu-
ments with reference to it being necessary to clothe this official
or this office with dignity. The rapidity with which gentlemen
holding this place come and go is repellant to any notion of
dignity. And after all, what is the chief function of a secre-
tary to the President, or what has it been in the past 8 or 12
years? He has been the goat of the administration, upon whose
sacrificial head are laid the sins of the Chief Executive of the
Nation. If the President makes few mistakes the gentleman’s
tenure of office may be long. If the President makes a great
many mistakes his tenure of office will be almighty short. Now,
that is the fortune of war. He takes his chances. He gets a
good salary, fully commensurate with the nature of the duties

that he has to discharge. And in this day and time, when we
hear from every department of the Government of the tremen-
dous effort that is being made in the interest of economy, it
seems fo me little less than foolish for gentlemen to ask that
we depart from that policy in a case of this kind and give an
already well-paid official more salary, as some gentleman has
said, than is received by circuit judges, Members of Congress,
and United States Senators.

Mr. GILLETT. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
GRAFF] three minutes.

Mr. GRAFF. DMr. Speaker, as one of the conferees I antici-
pated that there would be no trouble about the House conceding
this request of the President of the United States, chiefly be-
cause the House, as I looked upon it, would yield that much
to the discretion of the President of the United States in a
matter so intimately personal as the position of Secretary to
the President and the compensation thereof.

Every one of us knows the growing pressure of work upon
the President of the United States, and I think we ought to give
him all the equipment at least that he himself thinks necessary.
In private, around me, as I have sat here during this debate,
there has been speculation as to what Member of the House
would, for instance, be fully equipped for a position of this
character and the talents that were necessary to meet all of
the requirements of such a position. The position demands a
man of varied talents.

Mr. RAINEY., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAFF. I do.

Mr. RAINEY. Does my colleague know that Members of this
House have been summoned by this Secretary to his private
office and have been asked by him to vote for this increase in
his own salary?

Mr. GRAFF. I know this: That the Secretary to the Presi-
dent who now occupies that position has already resigned to
take effect in the near future, and I know that he has not con-
ferred with me upon the subject; and the way in which I ar-
rived at the conclusion that the President himself desired this
to be done was through the action of the Senate and the com-
munication which was sent to the chairman of the Senate Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Does the action of the Senate
always reflect the wishes of the President?

Mr. GRAFF. I knoyw it is the custom in this Congress and
has been so for a century, to yield to the Senate concerning
their conclusions as to the salaries and number of the em-
ployees of the Senate, and, on the other, it has been the custom
of the Senate to yield to the House in its conclusions as to the
salaries of the employees of the House. It would seem to me
that we ought to yield at least an equal amount of courtesy to
the President of the United States.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY].

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, this is not the first time the
President of the United States has requested that the salary
of the Secretary to the President be increased. It has been re-
quested on ftwo previous occasions during my service on the
Committee on Appropriations. Much of the opposition to the
proposed increase now, as heretofore, arises from the fact that
we thoughtlessly construe the duties of the position of Secre-
tary to the President as the term * secretary” naturally im-
plies. That is, we assume that it is only a subordinate posi-
tion, without any administrative or executive authority or re-
sgponsibility ; that it is merely a position of confidential errand
boy to the President. In this we make a great mistake. It is
a position that requires intelligence, tact, and good judgment,
and a great deal of originality as well as diplomacy, The man
capable of filling it is worth $10,000 a year.

I am in favor of this increase also for the reason that it will
enable the President to delegate to the man selected for this
position some of the responsibility and much of the detail work
he is called upon to perform. Members of the House who will
stop to consider for one moment will see the extent to which
the duties and responsibilities of the President are increased
by Congress at every session. During this Congress we have
greatly increased his responsibilities and duties and have greatly
added to his labors.

Mr. FITZGERALD. How?

Mr. TAWNEY. In one case by requiring him to investigate
with respect to diseriminations in all tariff matters between
this country and all foreign countries.

Mr. FITZGERALD. We gave him $250,000 to do it.

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; we gave him $250,000, and thereby
charged him with the responsibility of not only of administering
that service, but also of administering that appropriation. We
also gave him $100,000, and charged him with the duty of in-
vestigating departmental methods, with a view to increasing




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2675

the efficiency of the public service, as well as economies in that
service, by adopting more modern methods of administration
than have heretofore obtained. It would therefore be an act of
discourtesy to refuse him this request.

We have, as I have said, in every Congress been adding to the
duties and responsibilities of the President. To grant this re-
quest will enable him to secure the services of another man to
whom he can refer much of the drudgery he otherwise will be
obliged to do, and afford him the time and opportunity for the
consideration of questions of national policy and administration
he is required to act upon in the discharge of his constitutional
duties as President. =

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly.

Mr. SHERLEY. Have not we also taken away a large part of
the duties from him by not compelling him to make all the ap-
pointments to office, which takes up most of the time of the
President for nine months?

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman knows that that statement is
not correct.

Mr. SHERLEY. Why is it not correct?

Mr. TAWNEY. Because he never made the appointments that
are now in the classified service. - The appointments he makes
are outside of the classified service. '

Mr. SHERLEY. But we are eliminating those offices right
along and putting them into the classified service.

Mr. TAWNEY. I want to say, in conclusion, that the duties
and responsibilities of the President have not only accumulated
in number, but they have greatly increased in magnitude during
the past 15 years. Any Member of this House who was here 18
years ago and visited the White House never saw the crowd of
visitors demanding an audience with the President that he sees
now. You never saw the crowds of Senators and Representa-
tives there waiting for an interview with the President that you
see now. The President should have next to him a man in
whose judgment, political and otherwise, he has sufficient con-
fidence to delegate the performance of some of these duties and
the doing of much of the work he now personally performs.
This would be a great reiief to him, and it would afford him
time and opportunity for the consideration of great national
policies and questions affecting the administration of govern-
mental affairs that no President can possibly give to such ques-
tions because of the vast amount of detail and drudgery work
which the public and Congress now demands of him. I sin-
cerely hope the amendment will be agreed to.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question.

i The gquestion was taken, and the previous gquestion was or-
ered.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is now, Will the House recede
in its disagreement to the Senate and concur in the amend-
ment?

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Frrzaerarp) there were 52 ayes and 130 noes.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers.

The SPEAKER. All those in favor of tellers will rise. [After
counting.] Twenty-six gentlemen have arisen, not a suofficient
number, and tellers are refused.

So the motion was lost.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
adhere.

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; it is proper to leave it to the conferees;
the conferees will understand this, and I will say to my friend
from New York that if it ever comes back I will stand by him.

Mr. FITZGERALD. We might as well settle it now.

Mr. MANN. I do not think it is fair to the conferees.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw
the motion, I will move that the House further insist on its
disagreement to the two Senate amendments.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.
The Chair is informed that the next four amendments relate
to the same subject. Without objection, they will be considered
together.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 99, insert on page 100, line 18: “Assay office at
Charlotte, N. C.”
Amendment ”ho. 100, insert on page 100, line 19: “Assayer and

melter, 51,500.

Amendment No. 101, insert on page 100, line 20: “ For wages of
workmen and other clerks and employees, $900.”

Amendment No. 102, insert on page 100, line 22: “ For incidental
and contingent expenses, $500."

Mr. GILLETT. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House insist
on a disagreement of the Senate amendments.

Mr. WEBB. I will ask the gentleman to yield to me for

five minutes.

Mr, GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman for
five minutes. .

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, swept of parliamentary verbiage,
not to agree to these amendments simply means the abolition
of the assay office at Charlotte, N. C. That office is the most
historic building, possibly, in our State, situated in the beauntiful
city of Charlotte, a few hundred feet from the spot where the
first declaration of independence was made on the North
American Continent. The people down there have an affection
for the institution, because it has been there since 1831, and in
that time it has assayed millions and tens of millions of gold
and silver money. If you adopt the motion of the gentleman
from Massachusetts, you abolish this great institution, and
leave it standing for the bats and cobwebs to infest in the
future.

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman will get it for something else.

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I insist it is poor economy to adopt
this motion. In the first place, the Government heretofore has
expended $4,750 a year to maintain this institution. The
amendments which I now ask this House to hold in this bill
provide for only $2,900. In other words, the Senate placed in
the bill $2,900 for the maintenance of this historic institution
instead of $4,750. The Senate cut out an assistant assayer en-
tirely, $1,250. They reduced the appropriation for workmen
and clerks $180, and cut down the appropriation for contin-
gent expenses from $520 to $420, making a clear reduction of
$1,850 in this one institution, asking that the House appro-
priate only $2,900. Now, if this institution is abolished it will
cost at least $1,200 to gecure a caretaker, and that ought to be
figured if it is a guestion of economy. The receipts last year
were something like $1,000, and that was the low-water mark
for the office. There are then $2,200 that we should deduct
from the $2,900, and you have the great Government of the
United States appropriating only $700 for the convenience of
the gold producers in North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia,
and Virginia, and last year, although it was a low-water mark,
there were 206 depositors at this office, and in the last four
years more than a million dollars in gold have been assayed at
this great office, ]

We pay more than $700 to maintain a rural route, and why
should we swallow camels and strain at gnats and stickle at
$700 for the convenience of 200 depositors of gold and silver
just now, when the gold production in North Carolina and
the other States has taken an additional impetus, and in the
next few years we expect to see the output increased in won-
derful proportion. There is gold in those four States, but it
is hard to dig it out of the earth—harder than to get it as they
do it by placer mining in Alaska. The ore experts tell us that
it is going to increase there, and additional facilities are now
being placed for the purpose of digging out more gold. I hope
that the House will give us one more chance down there and
not destroy the assay office in this manner. Give us one more
chance to see if we do not increase our gold deposits.

Mr. GOULDEN, Where would these gold producers be obliged
to go to have their assays made if this were abolished?

Mr. WEBB. Either to New Orleans or to Philadelphia.

Mr. FOSTER of Illincis. How much gold is produced in
North Carolina?

Mr. WEBB. I can not tell the gentleman. It varies. Two
hundred and eighteen thousand dollars was assayed there in
1908.

Mr. GILLETT.
in North Carolina.

Mr. WEBB. I did not say that. I said assayed at this
office. It is not a great quantity, and it is hard to get it out
of the ground, but we have it there.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. There is some deep mining and
some placer mining?

Mr. WEBB. There is no placer mining in our State that
amounts to anything.

Mr. HEFLIN. What is the amount required to keep up this
office?

Mr. WEBB. The Government will be at an extra expense of
only $700 a year. Now, Mr. Speaker, to show the importance
of the matter to the State of North Carolina, day before yes-
terday the legislature——

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
expired.

Mr. WEBB. May I have two minutes?

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. WEBB. Day before yesterday, to show you, Mr. Speaker
and gentlemen of the House, how our State regards this matter,
it was deemed of sufficient importance to be brought up in the
legislature, and every member of the legislature, Republicans
and Democrats, voted for this resolution, which only arrived

Oh, there was not that much gold produced

The time of the gentleman has
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this morning, and with the consent of the House I will
read it.
Mr. AUSTIN. And the three Republicans voted for it.
Mr. WEBB. The three Republican Members from North
Carolina are for it.
A joint resolution in regard to the United States assay office at
Charlotte.

Whereas a movement Is on foot before the National Congress to
abolish the United States assay office at Charlotte ; and

Whereas this assay office is a great convenlence to the mining in-
dustries In the two Carolinas and Georgin: Therefore be it

Resolved by the house of representalives (the scnate concurring),
That our Senators and Representatives be uested to use thelr influence
and best efforts to prevent such action and to secure the continuance
and maintenance of this office as heretofore.

Resolved further, That this resolution shall be forwarded at once to
goth Senators and to the 10 Representatives In Congress from this

tate.

In the general assembly, read three times and ratified, this the 14th
day of February, 1911.

W. C. NEWLAND,

President of the Senate.

. C. Dowp,
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives.

Examined and found correct.
. PETHEL, for Commitiece.

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE,
Raleigh, February 1}, 1911.

I, J. Bryan Grimes, secretary of state of the State of North Carolina,
hereby certify that the foregoing i8 a true and correct copy of the
original resolution on file In this office.

itness my hand and official seal at my office in Raleigh, this the 14th
day of February, 1911.
J. BRYAN GRIMES, Secretary of State.

Now, gentlemen of the House, I ask that you do not concur in
this amendment, but vote it down and provide for this great
institution with this small appropriation. I hope the Members
of the House will vote down the amendment.

Mr, GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Missouri {Mr. BarTHOLDT].

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I sympathize with the po-
sition taken by the gentleman from North Carolina in attempt-
ing to retain this assay officee. I made an effort for several
years to do the same thing with respect to the assay office in
8t. Lounis. In my judgment it would be a parody upon legisla-
tion if the assay office in St. Louis would be abolished and the
one at Charlotte, N. C., retained, becanse the business at St.
Louis is about four or five times the volume of that of Char-
lotte, In spite of those facts I consented to the abolishment of
the assay office in St. Louis in deference to the desire of the
experts of the Treasury Department, who wanted to inaugurate
a new plan in the interest of economy.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BARTHOLDT. T will.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. In view of the statement of
gentlemen that this industry in North Carolina is only an
infant industry, I think, on the theory of the gentleman's party,
it ought to be protected more than the St. Louis office, which
is fully grown.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Well, there is no trouble about taking
care of infant industries, This is part of the new plan of the
Treasury Department, which is strictly in accordance with
the spirit of economy which controls the present Republican
administration.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Was the gentleman in favor of
that?

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Will my friend yield for a
question which is pertinent to this matter?

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I am in sympathy, of
course, with my colleague from North Carolina [Mr. Wess]
and in favor of retaining the assay office at Charlotte, N. C,,
favoring it not only personally, but, besides, the North Caro-
lina Legislature has passed resolutions favoring it. I am in
sympathy with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BArTHOLDT]
algo, and I would like to see both assay offices retained; but
the gentleman is mistaken, I think, in saying that the business
at St. Louis is larger than the business at Charlotte, N. C. I
have the hearings in my hand, and the business at both places
is about the same.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I have only five minutes,
and the gentleman can put in the figures, if he desires, in his
own time.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I did not want to embar-
rass the gentleman at all, but I simply wanted to state the facts
from the hearings before the Appropriations Committee.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the atten-
tion of Members of the House to the fact that when this bill

was before us previously, and when the merits of the plan rec-
ommended by the Treasury Department were under discussion
here, and when it was the proper time for the gentlemen from
North Carolina to make their arguments in favor of maintain-
ing their assay office at Charlotte, not a voice was raised by
them at that time. I was here in my seat and stated that I did
not propose to continue fighting at every term and every session
of Congress for the maintenance of an office which the execu-
tive branch of the Government had declared was unnecessary,
but gentlemen from North Carolina were silent then, and not until
the bill went over to the Senate and some enterprising gentleman
representing the State of North Carolina had that item rein-
serted do they come and raise their voices in behalf of Char-
lotte, and that is after the Committee on Appropriations, by a
unanimous vote of Republicans and Democrats, had decided that
it was wise and proper and economical to reduce the number of
assay offices, and that the work should be done at the larger
offices.

Now, the gold from North Caroliha can easily be sent to the
mint at Philadelphia or to the mint at New Orleans, the same
as the people of Missouri propose to send their gold to Phila-
delphia or to some other large assay offices or mints. And for
that reason, Mr. Speaker, in the interest of the general plan of
reform inaugurated by the Treasury Department, and in the in-
{greg!il lof even-handed justice, Charlotte will be stricken from

e I

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missourl
[Mr. BarrHoLDT] has expired.

Mr., SMALL. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yield
to me for five minutes?

Mr. GILLETT. Will not two minutes be sufficient?

Mr. SMALL. I would rather have five minutes.

Mr. GILLETT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from
North Carolina.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, T understand that the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] i8 now opposed to the retention
of the assay office at Charlotte. Admittedly he has made an
argument heretofore in favor of the retention of an assay office
in the city of St. Louis, both of which were omitted in the
House bill, but because the other body inserted an amendment
to this bill retaining the assay office at Charlotte, though at a
greatly decreased cost, and because St. Louis was not added by
the other body, therefore the gentleman has changed his front
and now contends that this assay office should be discontinued.

Mr. Speaker, I have in my hand the hearings on this bill, and
the gentleman from the Treasury Department who was testify-
ing stated that none of these assay offices were necessary, and
when asked by a member of the committee, the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. LaviNnesToN], if he had recommended the aboligh-
ing of all the assay offices, he said:

We have not dared to go that far.

But he said they only recommended the discontinuance of the
two assay offices at Charlotte, N. C., and at 8t. Louis.

Now, if in going that far he was actuated by motives which
discriminated against both Charlotte and St. Louis, then I take
it that this House will not discriminate, but that if all the assay
offices are unnecessary it will discontinue all or will retain all,
and because, forsooth, the assay office in the city of St. Louis
has not been included as an amendment by the other body con-
stitutes no good reason why the assay office at Charlotte should
be discriminated against. And this assay office occupies a bet-
ter position than that at St. Louis, because, while the amount
of gold assayed at the two was about the same, yet we have
the statement from my colleague Mr. WEeBB, in whose district
the city of Charlotte is situated, that the prospective supply of
gold to be deposited at this office in the future will show a con-
siderable increase, justifying the retention of this office in the
interests of the Government.

Mr. Speaker, I ask the House not to diseriminate in favor of
one place as against another. Retain this office at Charlotte,
and, if in the future the proposition shall come before the House
to discontinue all of them, as the Treasury Department seems to
recommend, then let the House consider them as a whole and
not by piecemeal, but do not discriminate against the ecity of
Charlotte, as is now proposed.

Mr, GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I just wish to say a word.
This illustrates—and I think the House understands it—the
difficulty of carrying through any reform. The Treasury De-
partment assured us that this mint at Charlotte, N. C., was ab-
sotutely useless for the Government. There is not any gold
mined to speak of in that region, and all the jewelry which has
come there, which the gentleman refers to, can just as well be
sent to some other mint. When the committee reported it
should be stricken out, as well as 8t. Lonis, this House approved
the committee’s action and struck it out. Now the Senate has
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put it back and the gentleman from North Carolina, influenced,
of course, by the natural feeling we all have for our home in-
dustries, wishes to get it back. But it is a sheer waste of pub-
lic money, we are assured by the Treasury Department, and I
trust the House will refuse to put it back.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, Will the gentleman allow
me to ask him a question?

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. -

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Why did youn not abolish
the assay office at Seattle while you were abolishing the assay
offices at Charlotte and St. Lonis? It is stated in the hearings
that if the assay office at Seattle were abolished, then the peo-
ple who owned the gold would send it to San Francisco them-
selves.

Mr. GILLETT. Yes, Mr. Speaker, undoubtedly under the
present conditions all the assay offices could be abolished; but
those at Seattle, San Francisco, and Boise, and others in the
mining regions, are of some use to the people. This in North
Carolina is absolutely of no use, and they struck out those which
were the most useless, and I trust the House will approve the
action.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the House further insist-
ing on its disagreement to the Senate amendment.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. WEBB. Division, Mr, Speaker.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 32.

Mr. WEBB. Tellers, Mr., Speaker.

Tellers were refused.

S0 the motion to further disagree to the Senate amendment
was agreed to. )

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 152, line 7, strike out * one Assistant Secretary, $5,000 " and
insert in lien thereof “ two Assistant Secretaries, at $5,000 each.”

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, what number was that?

The SPEAKER. I am advised by the Clerk that it is No. 200.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
from its disagreement and concur in the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Grrerr] moves that the House recede from its disagreement
and concur in the Senate amendment.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, if I understand the motion, it
would mean two Assistant Secretaries of the Department of
Commerce and Labor. I think no one has kept more closely in
touch with the Department of Commerce and Labor in the leg-
islative branch than I have. I largely drafted the bill which
created that Department and had charge of the bill in the
House and in conference, and I have kept in touch with the
work of that department from its origin to the present time,

While I greatly regret that I am compelled to differ in my
judgment with the Secretary of that department, I am convinced
that there is not the slightest need of two Assistant Secretaries
in that department. We would be better off to-day if we did
not have four Assistant Secretaries in the Treasury Department,
positions largely filled by boys. [Laughter.] We would be bet-
ter off to-day if we did not have four Assistant Postmasters
General. We would be better off to-day if we did not have so
many Assistant Secretaries of State. [Laughter.] And we
would be better off if we did not have more than one Assistant
Secretary of Commerce and Labor.

The only occasion for creating an assistant secretary of a
department in the first place is that in the absence of the Sec-
retary there shall be a head of the department. We have bu-
reau chiefs who, in the main, do the work. There is too much
time spent in the Department of Commerce and Labor now in
signing letters that are prepared by bureau chiefs and trans-
mitted by messengers from other branches of the service
located elsewhere in the city to the Secretary or Assistant Secre-
tary to sign. I suppose they may feel compelled to read those
Jetters at the time they sign them. I sometimes have received
half a dozen letters in a day in my committee from that depart-
ment. I have no desire to criticize the desire of the Secretary
to sign them himself, when they were all prepared or ought
to have been prepared and signed by bureau chiefs.

Now, there is no occasion for this office, in my judgment. I
do not believe that it should be the policy of the legislative
branch of the Government to keep on adding to the assistant
secretaries in the different departments. The best administered
department in this Government to-day is the Agricultural De-
partment [applause], where the Assistant Secretary is largely
nominal. He is a good man., He does his work well, and the
department is run by capable men, who are kept in it and who
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have an interest in the work which they perform, and the
Secretary does not undertake to do everything in that depart-
ment. There is no occasion for changing from that style of
administrative work to the style which would be carried on
by adding to the number of assistant secretaries. The Navy
Department has one Assistant Secretary. The War Department
has one Assistant Secretary. Why should we undertake to
say that we will go on and create assistant secretaries through-
out the Government? If we create one for the Department of
Commerce and Labor, next year we will be asked to create
assistant secretaries for the other departments. Probably one
new assistant secretary for this department will not be found
sufficient, and they will want two, three, or four.

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr, MANN. Yes.

Mr. GOULDEN. Does not the gentleman think that the labor
is largely increasing in that department on account of the
numerous bureaus that are embraced within it? Does he think
there is any comparison to be made between that department
and the other departments that he has referred to?

Mr. MANN. I do not agree with the gentleman at all. I
made the most exhaustive study I could, when the bill ereating
the Department of Commerce and Labor was in process of
formation, of all the executive departments and the manner of
their organization. A gentleman came to me the other day and
said he was writing a history of the departments of the Govern-
ment, and stated that the greatest assistance he had received
on that matter was from some remarks that I had submitted
to the House on the creation of this Department of Commerce
and Labor, tracing the history of the different departments of
the Government and the different administrative work which
they were performing. .

er. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit an interrup-
tion?

Mr. MANN. Certainly.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Of course my friend knows better than
I the facts in connection with the Department of Commerce and
Labor, that it is a growing department, that it is a greater de-
partment to-day than almost any other in the Government, in
spite of the fact that it has been created only recently. Now,
is it not advisable from the standpoint of proper administration
to relieve the Secretary himself of the small routine matters
which necessarily occupy his attention, in order that he may
devote himself to the greater problems and the more important
questions engrossing the attention of the Secretary of so im-
portant a department as that?

Mr. MANN. I absolutely agree with the gentleman from
Missouri that the Secretary ought to be relieved from the
little routine details of the department, and if I were Secretary
of Commerce and Labor I would be relieved before I had been
Secretary two hours., It is a simple proposition. What do
we have? We have great bureaus in that department, like the
Bureau of Standards, located out here on the Chevy Chase Road.
Why on earth, when they wish to write a letter, should it be
sent down here opposite the Willard Hotel to be rewritten and
signed by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor?

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman tell me, under this
new executive arrangement, by which even Members of Con-
gress can not go to-the heads of bureaus to transact business,
but must go to the Secretary or the Assistant Secretary for
that purpose, how can the Secretary possibly relieve himself of
the details?

Mr. MANN. The administration can very easily relieve itself
if it does not get the creation of these new offices. That is not
a matter of legislation. That is an administrative order, which,
if it does not work well, can easily be changed.

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois. Is this taking of all letters to the
Secretary the result of an order of the administration?

Mr. MANN. I do not know what it is the result of,

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Can the gentleman give a reason
why it is necessary to do this? What is the excuse for it?

Mr., MANN. I do not undertake to say. It is a matter of
administration. There may be a difference of opinion. I have
no desire to criticize the Secretary of that department. I
think Secretary Nagel is one of the ablest men in the country,
and he is doing excellent work in his department. =P

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that my friend
from Illinois [Mr. MANKX] is so sensitive about an amendment
to the act which he drew, an act which I will admit was very
wisely and admirably drawn, but at the same time I do not
suppose it is so perfect that it will never need amendment.

Mr. MANN. I do not suppose the gentleman expects me to
reply to that.

Mr. GILLETT. No.
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Mr. MANN. It is a little beneath the gentleman’s ordinary
good judgment and does not require any reply.

Mr. GILLETT. I did not ask for any reply. Now,-the Sec-
retary of Commerce and Labor, as the gentleman says and as
I believe, is one of the best executive officers we have. He came
before the committee and very urgently requested this addi-
tional secretary for the reason, as he says, that practically all
the time of either the Secretary himself or his assistant is
taken up with the immigration business. Now, the immigra-
tion appeal cases are perhaps not intrinsically of very great
importance, but you can see that the personal equation in them
appeals very much to the Secretary, and he thinks that either
the Secretary or his assistant ought personally to investigate
those cases. He says it is mainly for that purpose, to take
care of those immigration cases, that he needs this assistant
secretary.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly.

Mr. COX of Indiana. If the Secretary of the Department of
Commerce and Labor has asked for these two men, why did not
the gentleman, when he reported this bill to the House in the
first instance, ask for two assistant secretaries?

Mr. GILLETT. We did, and the trouble is that the gentle-
man or one of his associates in the business of making points
of order prevented the House taking any action upon it.

Mr. MANN. I took that responsibility. And if the gentleman
from Massachusetts had performed the functions of his office
as well as I did mine, I think the Senate would not have rein-
serted the item.

Mr. GILLETT. I am glad the Senate did reinsert it.

Mr. MANN. That is the reason why they did.

Mr. GILLETT. I would have been glad to submit it to the
House at that time. It might have been submitted to the House,
and not have consumed time on the conference report, but, of
course, the gentleman had a perfect right to raise a point of
order, so that the House had no opportunity to pass upon it

And now the question is, Shall the Secretary of Commerce
and Labor, who assures us that it is very important for the
proper administration of his office, have an assistant who can
attend to the immigration work? This is growing and there is
no prospect of its decreasing. Ie made a very strong impres-
gion on us, and we in the committee thought it ought to go on.
I hope the House will recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House recede in
its disagreement and concur in the Senate amendment?

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
GumLerT) there were—ayes 27, noes 35.

Mr. GILLETT. I demand tellers.

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts demands
tellers. All those in favor of tellers will rise. [After count-
ing.] Seventeen gentlemen have arisen, not a sufficient num-
ber, and tellers are refused.

So the motion was lost.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
further insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend-
ment, .

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment 202: Insert after the word * abroad"” the words * and
in the United States, including the insular possessions,” so that it will
rea“d For compensation at not more than $10 per day and actual neces-
sary travelinﬁ expenses of commercial agents to investl%nte trade con-

ditions abroad and in the United States, including the insular ??sses-
sions, v\lrlth the object of promoting the foreign commerce of the Unlted
tates.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further
insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment 203: After the word *“ States” strike out the wo
# forty " and insert the word * sixty,” so that it will read * $60,000."

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede from
its disagreement and concur in the Senate amendment.

Mr. GILLETT., I will yield three minutes to the gentleman
from North Carolina,

Mr, WEBB, Mr Speaker, we all know that the manufac-
turers of this country, especially the cotton manufacturers, are
making in recent years a desperate effort to sell more of their
products in foreign countries. That is the origin of this pro-
vision in the appropriation bill, We want to aid and encourage

them in this laudable undertaking.

We produce 75 per cent of all of the raw cotton of the world,
and possibly export not more than 5 per cent of the manufae-
tured cotton of the earth. England exports fifteen times the cot-
ton manufactures that we do. There is scarcely a great subject
about which this country knows so little as the importance of
the sales of cotton goods in foreign markets. We have seemed
content to raise three-fourths of the raw cotton of the world,
manufacture what little cotton goods are used for ourselves,
and let the vast markets of the world, consisting of a billion,
five hundred million people, go uninvestigated as to their needs
of cotton goods. This $40,000 was put in the appropriation bill
for the purpose of selecting good, skilled men to go over the
face of the earth and investigate trade conditions and cotton
goods markets and report back to the manufacturers of the
United States, in order that they may see and find out where
to send their goods and with what people to cultivate the sales
of cotton goods and where our people should send special solic-
itors and agents to secure sales for their manufactured prod-
uets. There is very little difference between $40,000 and
$60,000, but this idea ought to be encouraged. We encourage
it in almost every other occupation and profession, and in addi-
tion to this, Secretary Nagel came before the House Committee
on Appropriations and urged the increase of this appropriation
from $40,000 to $60,000. It is a mere bagatelle, but it will help
to employ one or two more good men for the purpose of finding
out where we might have the best sales for the manufactured
products of our cotton. I hope, therefore, the House will
adopt the motion to recede and concur with the Senate
;%egélﬁment, and make the appropriation $60,000 instead of

Mr. GILLETT. DMr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman that
it is not of very great importance whether $60,000 or $40,000,
but $40,000 is the sum we have had for years. They are doing
valuable work and have done it with $40,000, and we were not
convineed they could not continue to do it with $40,000.

Mr. WEBB. The Secretary asked for $60,000, did he not?

Mr. GILLETT. Yes.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from North Carolina that the House do recede and concur
in the Senate amendment.

The guestion was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
WeBe) there were—ayes 31, noes 25.

So the motion to recede and concur was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. That completes the amendments.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree
to the further conference asked by the Senate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Chair appointed the following conferees on the part of
the House : Mr. Gicrert, Mr, GrAFF, and Mr. LIVINGSTON.

AEMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference
report on the bill H. R. 31237, the Army appropriation bill, and
ask unanimous consent that the statement may be read in lieu
of the report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the con-
ference report on the Army appropriation bill and asks unani-
mous consent that the statement be read in lien of the report
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

STATEMENT.

Amendment No. 1 changes the language from * War Depart-
ment ” to ‘“‘ Chief of Staff,” and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 2 under the appropriation for the Signal
Service of the Army makes $25,000 immediately available, and
the House recedes.

Amendments Nos. 8, 4, 5, and 6 change the phraseology, with a
proviso for the operation of aeroplanes and other aerial ma-
chines, and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 7 removes the stoppage against officers who
received pay for higher commands during the Spanish War,
and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 8 corrects the total, and the House recedes.

Amendments Nos. 9 and 10 provide for clerks at posts com-
manded by general officers, and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 11 confines the appropriation to the increased
pay of retired officers assigned to active duty, and the House
recedes.

Amendment No. 12 makes clear what was intended by the
original law as to veterinary surgeons, and gives them the
right of the retired pay of a second lieutenant, and the House
recedes.




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2679

Amendment No. 13 relates to travel allowance to enlisted men
on discharge, and the Senate recedes.

Amendment No. 14 relates to clothing not drawn due to en-
listed men on discharge, and the Senate recedes.

Amendment No. 15 relates to mileage, and the Senate recedes.

Amendment No. 16 strikes out the word “ Provisional,” which
is no longer proper, and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 17 is a correction of the total pay for certain
officers, and the House recedes. .

Amendment No. 18 relates to Army paymasters’ clerks, and
the committee report a disagreement. S

Amendment No. 19 extends the appropriation for encamp-
ment maneuvers until the end of the fiscal year 1913, and the
House recedes.

Amendment No. 20 is a correction of the amount to be paid
as reimbursement to the adjutant general of Missouri. Amend-
ment No. 21 makes this payment as a settlement in full, and
the House recedes from both amendments.

Amendment No. 22 relates to an increased amount for the
Coast Artillery Militia, and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 23 relates to the increased officers, and the
committee report a disagreement.

Amendment No. 24 relates to subsistence of competitors in
the national rifle match, and the House recedes. g

Amendment No. 25 inserts the word * hereafter,” so as to
make the provision permanent law, and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 26 relates to contracts not to be performed
within 60 days by the Commissary General; and the Senate
recedes.

Amendment No. 27 strikes out.certain language which is now
permanent law ; and the House recedes.

Amendments Nos. 28 and 29 are simply punctuation; and the
House recedes.

Amendment No. 30 relates to the appropriation for the pur-
chase of a remount station in the State of Virginia, and amend-
ment No. 31 restores the amount to what was reported by the
House committee; and the House recedes from both amend-
ments.

Amendment No. 32 relates to sales of furniture to officers on
the active list not ocecupying public quarters; and the Senate
recedes.

Amendment No. 33 increases the amount provided for a chapel
at Fort Yellowstone; and the House recedes. Amendment No.
34 relates to the location of the chapel; and the House recedes
and agrees to the same with an amendment.

Amendment No. 35 relates to the building of a chapel at Fort
Sam Houston, Tex., and makes $221,700 immediately available
for barracks and guarters; and the House recedes.

Amendments Nos. 36 and 37 are punctuation; and the House
recedes.

Amendment No. 38 inserts the word “ hereafter” in the pro-
viso relating to the accommodations on Army transports; and
the House recedes,

Amendment No. 39 is verbal; and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 40 extends the privileges on the transports to
secretaries of the Young Men's Christian Association, and also
permits, under certain conditions, the shipment of goods to
Guam under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of War;
and the House recedes.

Anfendment No. 41 inserts the word * hereafter”; and the
House recedes.

Amendment No. 42 removes the suspension in the accounts of
quartermasters for certain years, for hire of motor vehicles,
repair, operating, and maintaining the same; and the Hgquse
recedes.

Amendment No. 43 is the total amount appropriated for
water and sewers at military posts; and the House recedes
from its disagreement and agrees to the same with an amend-
ment striking out “ sixty-seven” and inserting “ fifty.”

Amendment No, 44 relates to the amount of money necessary
to be used at the Fort D. A. Russell target and maneuver reser-
vation, Wyo., and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 45 is simply a change in the language in the
provision appropriating for Fort Meade, 8. Dak., and the House
recedes.

Amendment No. 46 increnses the appropriation $50,000 for
roads in Alaska, and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 47 provides the Secretary of War may, in
his discretion, assign retired officers to work in Alaska, and the
House recedes.

Amendment No. 48 removes the suspension against the ac-
counts for the transportation of officers’ authorized horses for
1909 and 1910, and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 49 relates to the establishment of a dental
corps in the Army, and the committee report a disagreement.

Amendment No. 50 authorizes the release of a strip of land
for street purposes to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., and the
House recedes.

Amendment No, 51 is verbal, and the House recedes.

Amendment No. 52 strikes out the words “ until expended”
and makes the appropriation for field artillery for the Organ-
ized Militia available until the end of the fiscal year 1913, and
the House recedes.

Amendment No. 53. The House recedes from its disagreement
and agrees to the same with an amendment making more clear
the limitation of the promotion of the officers affected.

J. A. T. HuLr,
Geo. W. PRrINCE,
Committee on part of the House.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the confer-
ence report be agreed to.

The question was taken, and the conference report was agreed
to.
Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, there are three amend-
ments disagreed to. One of them relates to the paymasters’
clerks, No. 18. T think that is the first, and I ask that the
Clerk report the amendment. 3

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 19, after line 23, insert:

“TUpon the request of the governors of the several States and Terrl-
tories concerned, the President may detach officers of the active list
of the Army from their proper commands for duty as inspectors and
instructors of the Organized Militia, as follows, namely: Not to ex-
ceed 1 officer for each State, Territory, and the District of Columbia ;
not to exceed 1 additional officer for each division, bri}gade. regiment,
and separate battalion of infantry, or its equivalent of other troops:
Provided, That line officers detached for duty with the Organized Mili-
tin under the provisions hereof, together with those detached from
their proper commands, under the provisions of law, for other duty the
usual period of which exceeds one year, shall be subject to the provi-
sions of section 27 of the act approved February 2, 1901, with refer-
ence to detalls to the Staff Corps, but the total number of detached
officers hereby made subject to these provisions shall not exceed 612:
And provided further, That the number of such officers detached from
each of the several branches of the line of the Army shall be in pro-
portion to the authorized commissioned strength of that branch; they
shall be of the grades first lientenant to colonel, ineclusive, and the
number detached from each grade shall be in proportion to the number
in that egmde now provided by law for the whole Army. The vacan-
cies hereby caused or created in the grade of second lieutenant shall be
filled in accordance with existing law, one-fifth in each fiseal year until
the total number of vacancies shall have been filled: Provided, That
hereafter vacancies in the grade of second lieutenant occurring in any
fiscal year shall be filled bg spgutntment in the following order,
namely : First, of cadets graduated from the United States %ﬂiimry
Academy during that fiscal year; second, of enlisted men whose fif-
ness for promotion shall have been determined by competitive examina-
tion ; third, of candidates from civil life between the ages of 21 and 27
years. The President is authorized to make rules and regulations to
carry these provisions into effect: Provided, That 30 of the additional
officers herein provided for shall be detailed to service in the Quarter-
master's Department, which is hereby increased by 2 colonels, 3 lieu-
tenant colonels, T majors, and 18 captains, the vacancies thus created
to be filled by gmmotion and detail in accordance with section 26 of
the act approved February 2, 1901.”

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
recede and concur in the SBenate amendment, and I ask that the
Clerk may read in my time this brief, which I send to the desk.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment should be
adopted. During hostilities troops must be paid the same as
in times of peace. The paymaster and his clerk must go to
the front, frequently on the firing line, and, as opportunity
presents, make their payments. This makes it necessary to
pass some time exposed to the same risks as are officers and
enlisted men. The clerks of the olher departments never un-
dergo this risk and danger. Every squadron and battalion
has its commissary and quartermaster sergeants who perform
this duty with troops engaged in actual field duties. Every
regiment has its regimental quartermaster and commissary
sergeants for this dangerous duty, which in the pay depart-
ment must be performed by the paymasters’ clerks. The com-
missary and quartermaster sergeants are eligible to retire-
ment, can get pensions for themselves and dependents, and
have many allowances. :

In every case where troops take the field for any length of
time paymasters and their clerks must go also. The clerks
accompanied their paymasters over the western plains during
all the Indian campaigns, endured all the hardships and dan-
gers incident to fighting a savage foe, exposed to the fierce
blizzards which at times sweep over these plains with the
thermometer many times registering 50° below zero. During
the Indian campaigns and during the fights of the last 11 years
in Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines, paymasters and their
clerks have been with the troops, and it has been no uncom-
mon thing for payments to be made while hostile armies face
each other, exposed to the same dangers as the officers and
men.
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The almost constant travel in making payments to the widely
scattered forces in the Philippines exposes the paymaster and
his clerk to many dangers to which not even the troops serving
there are exposed. Most embarkations and debarkations are
made by jumping into the water and wading to and from the
frail craft in which the trips are made.

The clerks are exposed to various diseases prevalent in the
Tropics, to constant danger of attack from hostile natives, and
from persons attracted by the large sums in cash necessarily
carried by the paymaster. Yet the clerk, exposed to all the
dangers to which his chief is exposed, has no allowance, no
retirement, no pension, must pay for his medicines and medical
attention, and if disabled must seek employment in civil life
after devoting the best years of his life in dangerous and ex-
posed service for the Government.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, what is the sense
of this maximum age limit?

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Sixty-four?

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, no; 21 to 28.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. That is age at entering and gets a
young man into the service, and the Government gets the
benefit of a long service from him before he has any privilege
of retirement. The age on entering the service for the Army,
I think, is limited to those under 29 years of age.

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. Well, I know, but the service of
an Army officer and the service of an assistant paymaster are
entirely different; one is military and the other is commercial.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think you will find the service of a
paymaster’'s clerk is largely military, too, and I will be glad——

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to know what he does
which is of a military character.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. He goes with the paymaster wherever
ordered. He is to-day, with this detailed system, one of the
most valuable officers in the Government. Under this pro-
vision he becomes an appointed officer, and, in case of the death
of the paymaster, he completes payments, without baving to
wait until another paymaster is sent there, and I will say
further—

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why can not a 50-year-old man
pay out this money just as well as a man 274 years old?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. There is no doubt of it, but to all lines
of service where we give the privileges of retirement we hold
that a man should have been more than 15 years in the Gov-
ernment service before he is entitled to such recognition, and
I will be very glad if the gentleman will pay attention to the
reading, because I think it is a very clear explanation.

Mr. SULZER. That provision as to age will not apply to
those now in the service, of course, but only to those who will
be appointed in the future.

The Clerk read as follows:

Purpose of and benefit to Pay Department, United States Army, in
connection with Senate bill No, 1941, Report No. 605, Bixty-first Con-

ress, second session, entitled " To increase the efficlency of the Pay
rtment, United States Armg."

. Will change designation from paymaster’s clerk to paymaster's

istant.

“’32.B %Ifllll authorize the President to appoint them as such.

3. Will make them in law what they are in fact—an integral part
of the Army, under direct control of the War Department.

4. Wil confine the appointments to young men under 28 years of
age, after satisfactory mental and physical examination.

5. Will require them to be bonded. This is but a proper precaution,
in view of the nature of their duties.

6. Will enable the degartment to retain the services of men carefully
trained in the work, where long ex&e]rlence. good education, and thor-
on§h reliability are of the highest importance,

. Field service. Have t responsibilities and encounter T
during hostilities are in the field with the paymaster, and could be
made immediately available as volunteer paymasters or as instructors
to new appointees.

. In_case of accident or illness of paymaster on pay tours, or in
the field, the assistant could complete payments, thus avoiding expense.

9. Wounld be available to authoritatively instruet militia (in ad-
vance) in preparation of pay rolls for payment when in encampment

with United States troops or United States Volunteers, thus i
errors and endless delays as well as additional expense’ to th: vgntlin

Btates.
10. The detall system is rapidly replacing permanent officers of th
Pay Department with officers of the line, ange the paymasters’ clerk.:
are thus ra%idly becoming the only permanent force who are thoroughly
trained in the methods and practices of the Pay Department and versed
in the laws, decln!onsi regulations, ete., governing such disbursements.
11. They haye no tenure of office, although the courts and Comp-
troller of the United States Treasury hold them to be officers of the
military establishment. See also declsion of United States Attorney
General, July 20, 1900, House Document No. 1013, Sixty-first Congress,
third session, pafe 493, in which he holds them to be officers in the
{(e)gu]?ir servltc,:e within the meaning of the acts of Congress with respect
retiremen

12. Wil give the Pay Department a trained corps of young men, men-
tally and physically competent, who without delay could be utilized
for agg emefgency n the field wherever the Army of the United States
ma serving.

ly:i. Navy paymasters’ clerks are entitled to be retired (act June 24,
1910, 36 Stat., 606), and their compensation (pay and allowances),
under the act of May 13, 1908 (35 Stat.,, 128), and the act of June 24,

1910 (36 Stat., 608), is greater for the same length of service than the
comfensation rovided by this bill

14, It has decided by the Civil Service Commission that the
appointment to thg position of paymaster’s clerk does not ;{llace the
appointee in the classified service, and, therefore, he is not eligible to

transfer to a classified position.
The pending measure was approved by the Hon. Willlam H. Taft
of War J. M, Dickinson.

when Becretary of War and also by Secreta
Passed United States Senate June 23, 1910.
Similar bill reported favorably by House Military Committee Decem-
ber 6, 1910 (Rept. 1730).

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the balance may
not be read but inserted in the Recorp, as it is simply an argu-
ment.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

[Inclosure No. 2.—To accompany 8, 1941, Sixty-first Congress, second
sesslon.—House Report No. 1789, third sessionﬁ

PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS IN THHE FIELD,

During hostilities troops must be pald the same as at other times.,
The paymaster and his clerk must go to the front, at times on the firing
line, and, as opportunity Presenta, make their payments. This makes
it necessary to pass some time exposed to the same risks as are officers
and enlisted men. The clerks of the other supply departments never
underfo this risk and danger. Every squadron and battalion has its
commissary and quartermaster sergeants, who perform this duty with
troops engaged in actual fleld duties. Every regiment has its regi-
mental gquartermaster and commissary sergeants for this dangerous
duty, which in the Pay Department must be performed by the paymas-
ters’ clerks, The commissary and quartermaster sergeants are eligible
to retlrement,l can get ons for themselves and dependents, and
have man{ allowances. gn every case where troops take the field for
any length of time paymasters and their clerks must also. The
clerks accompanied their paymasters over the western plains during all
the Indian campalgns, endured all the hardships and dangers incident
to fighting a savage foe, exposed to the fierce blizzards which at times
sweeg over these plaing with the thermometer many times register-
imqz 0° below zero. During the Indian campalgns and during the
fights of the last 11 years Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippines,
paymasters and their clerks have been with the troops, and it has been
no uncommon thing for payments to be made while hostile armies face
each other, exp to the same dangers as the officers and men.

The almost constant travel in making ents to the widely scat-
tered forces In the Philippines exposes the paymaster and his clerk
to many dangers to which not even the troops serving there are ex-
g.:sed. Most embarkations and debarkations are made by jumping into

e water and wading to and from the frail eraft in which the trips
are made. The dangers are very E‘reat from the drinking water, from
various diseases prevalent In the Tropics, and from the constant dan-
Fer of attack from hostile natives and from persons attracted by the
arge sums in cash necessarily carried by th:edpaymaster with small
escorts, and at times, when all troops are needed on the firing line,
with no escort at all and only such protection as the paymaster and
his clerk, who are habitually armed, can afford themselves and the
funds In their charge. Yet the clerk, exposed to all the dangers that
his echief ls exposed to, has no allowances, no retirement, no pension;
must pay for his medi and medical attention, and if disabled
must seek employment in civil life after devotlné the best years of
his life in dangerous and exposed service for the Government.

SOME SPECIFIC INBTAXCES WITHIN THE MEMORY OF ALL.

During the Geronimo ecampaign, 1883-1888, In Arizona and New
Mexico seven paymasters an eir clerks were with troops—made
payments fo them during the continuance of the hostilities, traveling
overland from camp to camp, and extending the journeys at times to
the Mexican boundary. During the Indian uprising, 1800-91, in Dakota
and Montana all the available paymasters and their clerks were in
the field and paying troops, and to do it necessarily traveled many
hundred miles in winter, throngh a country infested with hostile In-
dians, at times having no {nmtection other than that afforded by the
guns carried by the paymaster and his clerk, no troops belng avaflable.

In 1898, just as soon as a landing had assured, paymasters and
their clerks went to Cuba and remained with the troops until the
island was pacified.

Paymasters and their clerks accompanied the first expedition to the
Philippines and underwent the same dangers and exposures as the
other troops. Gen. Whiﬁ: le and his clerk had a thrilling experience
during 1808 in the Philippines making a landing to pay volunteer
troops; they were also attacked by seven highwaymen in ilontana in
1884, In which fight two men were killed and one wounded.
Eowncy tza.ndt Piilﬁet f.nﬂ?; ithglr n’:leillmj bolt:)h had .nm?inﬁ :

surgents In e ppines, aj. Downey's cler ng directl
under fire to adjust a rifle (which had jammetf) for a ree%?ﬂt,gand Maj.
P atin d%rkkbe}ng mﬁ%gmlh i £

ating back from , the experience of paymasters and their
clerks in the field with troops fighting hostlile lnglans is one continual
story of hardship and danger.
KNOWN INCIDENTS OF ACTUAL HOLDUPS AND CASUALTIES,

Maj. Broadhead and Clerk Spencer. Clerk killed by robbers in Cali-
fornia, 1876, en route to Camp Gaston. 2

Maj. Wham and clerk. Clerk killed and elght out of 11 of escort
killed or wounded near Fort Grant, Ariz., 1889.

Gen. Whipple and Clerk Such. May, 1884, mear Glendive, two of
escort killed and one wounded. No loss of funds.

Maj, C. I. Wilson and clerk. In Texas, 1876, attacked by a force of
12 or more. TUnsuccessful.

Maj. Woods and clerk. Near Camp McDermitt, Nev., in 1873. No
loss of funds or casualty.

8%13&5' E. H. Brook and clerk. Attempted robbery, River Bend, Colo.,

Maj. Eggleston and clerk. Attacked by robbers on road between
Bolse and éﬂmp Wagner, Idaho. Unsuccessful ; one robber killed.

Maj. Georg[e B. ckett and Clerk Oliver. Attacked by 300 insue-

nts in Philippine Islands. One of escort killed, clerk wounded;

75,000 funds defended safely.

Maj. Coxe, Clerk Palmer, Clerk died from effects of hard service
during Geronimo campalgn,

Mnf G. F. Downey and clerk. Were in severe running fight with

Majs.
fights with

msm'g'enls of Philippine Islands in 1901, clerk going directly under
fire to adjust a rifle (which was jammed) for a recrulg. A
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Mr. HULL of Yowa. Mr. Speaker, T am ready to yield to any
gentleman who desires to discuss the gquestion.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like five minutes.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will yield five minutes to the gentle-

man,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this provision provides
retirement for a class of civil employees. It seems to me if
Congress is to consider the extension of the civil retirement list
it should take up the entire question and dispose of it in a
manner that would be entirely fair to all Government employees,
The gentleman from Iowa states that these men perform mili-
tary services. The only way in which their services can be
characterized as being at all military is the fact that they are
disbursing money to pay persons employed in the Army and
are compelled in the discharge of their duties to go from one
place to another rather than to be confined to a single place,
Their services are not military in any sense whatever. They have
gone on under the present system for a great many years, ever
since the present system was instituted, and never until the
present time has a serious attempt been made to give them
the standing here proposed together with a pension when they
retire. The only purpose of this bill is to pension these em-
ployees. Nobody contends for an instance they are to be in the
Army in the sense of being called upon for military service.
The paymasters’ clerks are to be named as assistant paymasters
and are to be placed on the retired list. Why should not a
paymaster's clerk in the Navy——

Mr. BUTLER. They are.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They have had that long ago, and higher
than this.

Mr. BUTLER. The retirement was given last year.

Mr. MANN, Was it slipped in on some bill?

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was slipped in some place, Mr.
Speaker, at a time when Members were not actively watching
some things which were being done. Was that item incor-
porated in the naval appropriation act? .

Mr. BUTLER. No; in a separate bill passed here, or per-
fhaps put on in the Senate as a rider, and came back to us
in that way. I do not know; I wish I could inform the gen-
tleman.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I imagine it got on the naval bill and
came back in the agreement from conference. It shows the
vicious system that is followed. First, clerks or employees in
one service of the Government manipulate matters in such a
way that they are given a better status and retired with pay,
and then a similar body of men in another department of the
Government, using that as an argument, demand similar conces-
sions; It runs from one department of the Government to
another, and the next attempt will be that of some class of
employees in some other department of the Government per-
forming more arduous and difficult services than these men
will ask as generous treatment. There is a class of men, in
my opinion, who are entifled to a civil pension much more than
paymasters’ clerks in the Army. The life-saving corps should
be given a pension if any class of men are. They receive $65
a month, 10 months in the year. They have to subsist them-
selves. They render the most difficult, arduous, and the most
important service possible. They are poorly paid, and they
have no influential friends in either House of Congress. They
are unable to secure legislation to aid them.

Mr. SLAYDEN. And they have a real personal risk in their
vocation?

Mr. FITZGERALD. They are compelled to perform their
work during the most severe weather and under the most diffi-
cult circumstances. The paymasters’ clerks in the Army have
no more difficult services than a clerk in a department. It may
be more attractive, since they serve in different parts of the
country. I should like the gentleman in charge of the bill to
explain the effect of bonding these officials. The paymasters
now are responsible for the handling of the funds. This pro-
vision requiring the clerks fo be bonded very likely relieves the
paymaster himself from the responsibility of any defaleation
should it arise by reason of the action of the clerks. It seems
to me that this is not either the time to increase the officers in
the Army or to provide for retirement of any class of men. So
far as I am concerned, T shall vote against the motion of the
gentleman from Towa [Mr. Hurir]. ;

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the
House to the amendment of the Senate fo the bill (H. R. 27837)
entitled “An act to amend the provisions of the act of March 8,
1885, limiting the compensation of storekeepers, gaugers, and
storekeeper-gaugers in certain cases to $2 a day, and for other

purposes,” with the following amendment: Line 4 of the amend-
ment, after “ compensation is,” insert “now.”

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment bills of the following titles: :

H. R. 81056. An act to ratify a certain lease with the Seneca
Nation of Indians; and

H. R. 31662. An act granting five years' extension of time to
Charles H. Cornell, his assigns, assignees, successors, and
grantees, in which to construct a dam across the Niobrara River,
on the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, and to construct
electrie light and power wires and telephone line and trolley
or electric railway, with telegraph and telephone lines, across
said reservation.

AERMY APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manx].

-Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly evident to anyone
who will stop to think for a moment that this provision will
not work in the long run. Whether it is intended in the eourse
of time to bring in another provision I do not know, but cer-
tainly it will have to come in. Here is a provision to appoint
paymasters’ assistants at an age not less than 21 and continue
them as clerks, with the salary of second lientenant, until the
age of 28 years, the paymaster to be a young cub in the Army.
Everybody knows that can not be worked. You ean not detail
a captain in the Army for four years in charge of a paymaster
65 years old, with the cub receiving a high salary and the pay-
master’s assistant getting the pay of second lieutenant without
allowances. It is absolutely ridiculous in that respect, and the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hurrl, and every other gentleman,
knows that is not workable in that way. Paymasters’' clerks
ought to be comparatively young men. They are now and they
always will be under the present system, but to say that you
are going to keep paymasters’ clerks or paymasters’ assistants
in the Army on the pay of a second lieutenant until they reach
the age of 70 and then retire them on that pay, when their
superior officer, who knows nothing about the business under
the detail system, gets high pay, is ridiculous. It will not
work. No one here believes it will work.

Now, I think myself there ought to be something done in
reference to the paymasters’ clerks, or else a change made in
the detail system of the Army. As long as that did not exist
there was no trouble about paymasters’ clerks. It is preposed
here now to have the President appoint these. If these men
were to be appointed under the eivil-service rules, as the men
in the Treasury Department and the subtreasury and other dis-
bursing departments of the Government are appointed, there
would be no trouble about getting good men, and there would
be no trouble about a retirement any more than there is with
other civil branches of the Government.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, just oneword. The gentle-
man from Illinois seems to have an absolute misapprehension of
what this amendment does. He says it is perfectly absurd to talk
of a paymaster’s clerk remaining there with a rank not above that
of second lieutenant, while the cub, as he calls the officer over
him, has the rank of captain and may go up to a higher grade
yet. These paymasters’ clerks are now receiving the pay of
$1,800 a year, without a prospect of anything else coming to
them. This amendment improves slightly their status.

Mr. MANN. How old is the oldest one?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Some of them are over 70. Some of
them went into the Civil War and then went into the paymas-
ter's office and have been there ever since.

Mr. COX of Indiana. How many of them are there?

Mr. HULL of Towa. There are 92 of these clerks. There
have been more than 25 of the best young men who have re-
signed out of the service in the last two years because there is
no hope if they stayed in as these older clerks have of having
anything to live on in their old age unless retnined in the serv-
ice. They are compelled to go where the paymasters go. They
are compelled to go on the field, and compelled to endure the
same hardships and the same dangers that the paymasters
themselves endure.

Mr. BUTLER. What dangers does the paymaster endure?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. A great deal more than the Navy pay-
masters.

Mr, MANN. Their ship may be sunk.

Mr. BUTLER. The paymaster does not go into battle.

Mr. HULL of Towa. The paymasters’ clerks go wherever the
paymasters do. And does not the gentleman know that in the
last 30 years paymasters’ clerks have been killed on the fron-
tier? -

Mr. BUTLER. I regret my ignorance; and say that I am
sorry for the paymasters’ clerks. That is all I can say.
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Mr. HULL of Towa. But the argument of my friend, that it
is absurd to say that these men would be under the same con-
ditions as now, is not well taken, because it improves their con-
dition to give them this rank, not in the Army, but as assistant
paymasters. They have always been held to be part of the
military establishment. On an entirely different footing from
that held by other clerks.

Now, he referred to another thing, and to my mind it is im-
portant, namely, this detail system. Captains are detailed to
the Paymaster's Corps for a service of four years. They go
there without experience. Each one of them has one of these
experienced clerks assigned to him, and the efficiency of the
captain in the Paymaster’s Corps depends in the first two years
of his service very largely on the efficiency of the clerk assigned
to him. -

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield?

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Yes.

: )i.ir. ?MANN. Is that a matter of law, or is it an Army regu-
ation :

Mr. HULL of Towa. That is a matter of law.

Mr. MANN. Where is the law for that?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. It is a law passed in 1901, I believe,
requiring details and making exceptions, as in the Engineer and
the Medical Corps. These two corps are exempt from the de-
tail. -

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman believe in it?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have stated my views on this fre-
gquently.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman from Iowa be good
enough to tell the committee whether there has been any diffi-
culty in obtaining competent men to fill those 25 places to
which he refers?

Mr, HULL of Iowa. I may say that the difficulty is not so
much in obtaining the new men but in keeping them in when
they are once in. t

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the department been handicapped in
getting these men?

Mr. HULL of Towa. It has been handicapped in breaking
them in and in holding them.

Mr, HAY. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield?

Mr, HULL of Iowa. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman from
Virginia.

Mr. HAY. I will ask for three minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized
for three minutes.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I am as much opposed to anything
looking to putting people on the retired list or granting them
a pension as anybody can be, but after a careful consideration
of this question I am satisfied that the enactment of this bill
will inure to the benefit of the service. This bill, Mr. Speaker,
was reported by the Committee on Military Affairs to the House,
and is now on the calendar of the House. As I said, it is a bill
which, in my judgment, will be for the benefit of the service.
It is impossible to get men to perform these duties and to
stay in the Pay Corps of the Army with the salary and with the
future which they now have. Under the detail system in-
augurated some time ago the Paymasters’ Corps is placed under
that system, and officers are detailed to the Paymasters' Corps
who are entirely ignorant of their duties. They practically have
to be taught their duties by the paymasters’ clerks, and there-
fore, for that reason, it is very important that there should be
an efficient corps of paymasters’ assistants.

For another reason I am in favor of this bill. This does not
give to the paymaster's assistant any promotion whatever, It
simply keeps him practically in the rank of second lieutenant.
He is not given any particular advantage, except that, and owing
to the peculiar duties which he has to perform, it is of importance
to the service that he should have and should be recognized to
have this rank.

If I had the time, I might demonstrate to the House that this
service is arduous and at times hazardous. Paymasters' clerks
have been killed in the discharge of their duty. They may be
killed again, and it will not do to say that they have no risks
to run. I believe, and I think if gentlemen will consider this
matter earefully, they will admit that it is in the interest of
economical administration to give to these clerks this rank, if
you please to call it so, and to put them in a position where
they will be willing to stay in the service. And believing that,

1 shall support this motion of the gentleman from Iowa, and I
hope it will prevail.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia
has expired.

Mr. HILT. May I ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HurL]
what change is made in the responsibility of this officer, so far
as bonding is concerned, from what exists now?

Mr. HULL of Towa. He is not a bonded officer now.

Mr. HILL. Who is bonded now?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The paymaster himself is bonded by his
commission.

Mr. HILL. For that reason I will oppose this proposition.
‘We went through a similar experience in the subtreasury sys-
tem about a year ago. It is a very serious mistake to take a
subordinate officer and make him responsible directly to the
Government and at the same time leave his superior officer, who
has full power and control over him, without responsibility, and
to leave it in such a way that that officer can shirk the responsi-
bIllt{ by saying that the clerk is bonded directly to the Govern-
men

Mr, PRINCE. May I make a suggestion to the gentleman?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr.
Hirr] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PriNce] ?

‘Mr. HILL. Yes.

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the point I want to make is that
his commission as an officer of the Government, which earries
with it longevity pay and the right to be on the retired list, is
to that extent like that of a commissioned officer, and it stands
as a bond for him, -

Mr. HILL. For him?

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; for him.

Mr, HILL. That is exactly what I do not want.

Mr. PRINCE. The instances are very rare where an officer
connected with the Army will, by malfeasance or misfeasance in
office, forfeit his standing as an officer, his right to longevity
pay, and his right to retirement.

Mr. HILL. That is exactly what I do not want. The func-
tions of these men are purely civil. I served in a somewhat
similar capacity in the Civil War. I have been through the
experience of being ordered by a military officer when he prac-
tically was not responsible. I want the responsibility to be on
the military officer and to have the clerk give bond to him and
not to the Government, so that the officer who issues the order
will be responsible. It is a purely civil function that the pay-
master's clerk performs, and he ought not to have a military
rank. You are overloading and making top-heavy the work of
the Army and Navy by taking clerks and giving them military
rank. In my judgment it tends toward extravagance, it tends
toward belittling the military rank of the men who perform
military service. It makes shaky the responsibility of these.
men to the Government, and it ought not to be done.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow an interrup-
tion? :

Mr. HILL. Yes.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Of course I am not an expert in matters
of war, but I bappen to know that there is no other country
on earth in which the paymasters’ clerks are not a part and
parcel of the military establishment. B

Mr. HILL. Then let them enlist and have a fixed term of
service. Any one of these men can withdraw to-morrow morn-

ing.

ng. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, will gentlemen who are dis-
cussing this matter take us into their confidence, so that we
can hear what is being said?

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will address the Chair.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I want to say, furthermore,
that these men are subject to martial law, although they are
civilian employees of the Government.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. They are to-day.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. They are subject to martial law, and the
Attorney General of the United States has decided that they
are to-day a part and parcel of the military establishment of the
Government.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Yes.

Mr. HILL. Suppose one of them wishes to withdraw from
the service, can he be prevented under the law?

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If this is done for the paymasters' clerks
in the Navy, why should it not also be done for the paymasters’
clerks in the Army?

Mr. HILL. Why don’t you do it for the tellers and clerks in
the various subtreasuries of the United States?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this provision is not as
broad as gentlemen seem to think. It reads:

Provided further, That each paymaster's assistant shall furnish a
bond for the faithful performance of his dutles, in such sum as may be
fixed by the SBecretary of War.

Mr. HILL. To whom does the bond run?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. To the Government.

Mr. HILL. The paymaster can demand that the bond run to
him now.

Mr. HULL of Iowa.

I yield to the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr, Younag].
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Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I wish merely to suggest to my
friend from Connecticut [Mr. Hirr] that there is nothing in
this provision which relieves the paymaster from any of the
responsibility that he now has. This is merely an added
security. .

Mr. HILL. Why does it not relieve him from responsibility
if the clerk is bonded to the Government?

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Because that is not the law.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the effect of this provision.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Not at all.

Mr. HILL. It was precisely for that reason that the Treasury
Department refused to consent to a changé in the status of
deputy collectors of internal revenue.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do not know what the nature of
that statute was. There is nothing here that relieves the pay-
master in the least. He still remains responsible for the acts
of the paymaster’s clerk under his orders. The Government
has the added security. There is no question about it, and
every man who has studied the statute knows it

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I
remaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 28 minutes.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN].

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York,
who thinks clearly and speaks plainly, called attention to the
fact that this is a ecivil pension provision. It undertakes to
give military rank with retired-pay privileges to the clerks con-
nected with the Army whose duty now is the rather simple one
of paying the troops. It calls for the exercise of no high order
of business ability to calculate the amount of pay under the
law due to each man, and ne great business acumen is es-
sential in the disbursement of the money. An ordinary man
who knows how to solve the simplest problems in mathematies
can make a perfectly satisfactory paymaster’s clerk. This is
merely an additional step in the program of pensioning the civil
employees of the Government.

The gentleman from Illinois called attention the other day to
the fact that there was a tremendous pressure on Congress to
provide a general pension act for all civil employees that is
pressing with ever greater and greater force, and finally, as
he predicted, Congress will yield and grant the pensions. And
when the day does come, Mr. Speaker, and we have added and
superadded to the retire pay of the officers and employees of
the Army a civil employees’ pension list, the amount that the
people will be called upon to pay and to contribute each year

will make a staggering total. -
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit an inter-
ruption?

Mr. SLAYDEN. Notf now; I have only five minutes. If the
gentleman will get my time extended I will yield.

Objection has been made to the existing plan because they say
it is impossible to keep young men in the service. Now, Mr.
Speaker, 1 see no great harm to come from the fact that we
can not keep them in the service.

As I indicated, it takes no high ability to discharge the duties
of a paymaster's clerk, and it is better to give these young
men, who ecan make a bond or guarantee their integrity in some
way, an opportunity for a few years and let them pass out into
the great body of the people and depend upon the exercise of
their energy and ability to support themselves afterwards.
Under the terms of this bill you put a barrier just above their
heads. The bill says: “ You may become a second lieutenant,
and you shall have the rank and pay of a second lieutenant, but
beyond that you shall not go.” Really high-class young men
are not willing to consign themselves perpetually to a position
that offers no better outlook than that. Everybody who is
familiar with the processes of legiglation knows that sooner or
later they will be given not only the rank and pay of a second
lieutenant, but they will be here asking and demanding the
allowances that go with an officer of that rank. They will also
demand the right of promotion, and they will get it. We have
in this bill an instance of that kind, a proposition to put into
the Army a dental corps, providing for the military rank of
these gentlemen up to, I believe, the rank of major. It is only
a few years ago, as older Members will remember, when our
lamented friend, Peter Otey, of Virginia, brought forward a
proposition to establish a dental corps in the Army, accom-
panying it with the declaration that the employment of a few
dentists under contract would be all that would be reguired.
Now. we have a proposition pending here in the shape of legis-
lation that has already passed one body to provide a dental
corps, with the rank ultimately of major. It is only an illus-
tration of how these things may grow, and will grow.

It has been suggested that a paymaster’s clerk undergoes

some hazard in his vocation. I have been familiar nearly all

my life with paymasters’ clerks and the work that they do. I
knew them on the frontier, when they drove from one military
post to another, and when, perhaps, there was some hazard con-
nected with their business. There were Indians to be dodged;
there were highwaymen that might intercept them and take
their lives if they sought to defend the treasure’that had been
committed to their charge; but who can say now, when a large
part of the payments are made by checks, and all within the
pale of civilization, that they have such hazards as the early
paymasters’ clerks did?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have two min-
utes more.

Mr. HULL of Iowa.
man from Texas,

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield now?

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has just yielded
me two minutes more. The chairman of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Towa [Mr. Hurr], and other gentleman have re-
ferred to the fact that these troubles and the necessity for this
legislation largely come from the detail system that we adopted
I believe in 1901. I voted against the detail system at the time,
and the argument advanced——

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I rather think that it was
in 1904 that we adopted that. .

Mr. SLAYDEN. I was opposed to it then and I am opposed
to it now. The idea of detailing officers of the Army to do this
sort of clerical work, this disbursing of funds once a month to
soldiers, based on a simple ealculation, is, in my judgment, rank
nonsense, We had better have had expert accountants detailed
to that work rather than military men.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SLAYDEN. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The expert accountants are the gentle-
men whose services we are trying to secure by this amendment.
Mr. SLAYDEN. I would say just moderately expert, then.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Inasmuch as the clerks do practically all
of the work, inasmuch as these detail officers know nothing at
all about accounting duties and financial affairs, so that all of
the work devolves on the clerk, would the gentleman not be in
favor rather of abolishing the paymasters?

Mr. SLAYDEN. No; I am in favor of abolishing the detail
system and returning to the old one, which worked so well.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, to show the trend of placing
men on the retired list, I wish to ask the gentleman whether
horse doctors have not been placed in that category.

Mr. SLAYDEN. The bill gpeaks for itself.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Currier). The question
is on reading and concurring in the Senate amendment.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Frrzeerald) there were—ayes 54, noes 52.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that
there is no quorum present. [Cries of “No!"” “No!”]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana
makes the point that there is no quorum present. The Chair
will count.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, I will withdraw the point
of no quorum, but I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

The gentleman from Towa [Mr. Hurt] and the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. Cox] were appointed to take their places as
tellers.

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59,
noes 60.

So the motion to recede and concur was disagreed to.

Mr., FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
further insist on the disagreement to the Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 23, page 21, after line 7, insert: * The Presi-
dent is hereby authorized to appoint the Army paymasters’ clerks
now in service to be paymasters' assistants in the Army, and hereafter
no person shall be n‘)pointed an Army p‘aymaster‘s clerk, but any
vacancy occurring In the list of %ymasters assistants whose appoint-
ment is hereby aunthorized shall filled by the appointment, by the
President, of a eitizen of the United States who shall be between
21 and 28 years of age at the date of his appointment and who
shall have passed a satisfactory examination, under such regula-
tions ns may be established by the President, as to habits, moral
character, mental and physical ability, education, and general fit-
ness for the service: ed, That Faynmsters‘ assistants appointed
under the authority hereby given shall have the pay and allowances
of second lieutenants, a:ceft commutation of quarters, fuel, and lights,
and shall be on the same footing as commisslioned officers of the Army
as to tenure of office, retirement, increase of pay, and sub-
jection to the rules and articles of war: Provided further, That pay-

I yield two minutes more to the gentle-
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masters’ clerks who are now in service and who may be appointed
Blelrmnstera‘ assistants under the authority hereby given mn.i. after

com!n%es-i years of age and upon the recommendation of the Pay-
master neral of the Army and a medical board approved by the
Secretary of War, be retained in active service until they shall have
reached the age of 70 years > Provided further, That each paymaster’s
assistant shall furnish a bond for the faithful performance of his duties
in such sum as may be fixed by the Secretary of War.”

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and con-
cur with an amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to
have read.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire also to make a motion to
recede and concur with an amendment to the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Iowa, which amendment I send to the
Clerk's desk and ask to have read.

Mr. MANN. Let the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Iowa be stated first. 5

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the amendment, in line 7 of the amendment, by striking out
the words *“ division brigade.”

Mr, FITZGERALD, That is in line 22 of page 23 of the bill
that most of us have.

The Clerk read as follows: .

On the next page, line 7, strike out the word “six" and insert the
word * four,” and in line 8 strike out the words “ and twelve,” so that
it will read “ four hundred.”

On the next page strike out in the proviso the words * 30 of the ad-
ditional officers herein provided for shall be detailed to service in,” and
strike out the word * which " after the word * department * in line 5.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, now let us have the whole
amendment reported, showing how it would be.

The Clerk read as follows:

8o that the paragraph will read as follows:

“ Upon the request of the governors of the several States and Ter-
ritories coneeme?!, the President may detach officers of the active list
of the Army from their proper commands for duty as inspectors and
instructors of the Or ized Militia, as follows, namely: Not to exceed
one officer for each §tate. Territory, and the Distriet of Columbia; not
to exceed one additional officer for each regiment and separate battallon
of infantry, or its equivalent of other troops: Provided, That line
officers detached for duty with the Organized Militia under the provi-
gions hereof, toFether with those detached from their ?roper commands,
under the provisions of law, for other duty the usual period of which
exceeds one year, shall be subéect to the provisions of section 27 of the
act approve February 2, 1901, with reference to detalls to the staff
corps, but the total number of detached officers hereby made subject to
these provisions shall not exceed 400: And provided further, That the
number of such officers detached from each of the several branches of
the line of the Army shall be in tgroportion to the authorized commis-
gloned strength of that branch: they shall be of the grades first lien-
tenant to colonel, inclusive, and the number detached from each grade
shall be in proportion to the number in that grade now provided by
law for the whole Army. The vacancies hereby caused or_ created in
the grade of second lieutenant shall be filled in accordance with existing
law, one-fifth in each fiscal year until the total number of vacancies
shall have been filled : Provided, That hereafter vacancies in the grade
of second lientenant occurring fn any fiscal year shall be filled by ap-

ointment in the following order, namely: First, of cadets graduated
Feom the United States Military Academy during that fiscal year; sec-
ond, of enlisted men whose fitness for promotion shall have been deter-
mined by competitive examination ; third, of candidates from civil life
between the ages of 21 and 27 years. The President is authorized to
make rules and regulations to carry these provisions into effect: Pro-
vided, That the Quartermaster’s Department is hereby increased by two
colonels, three lieutenant colonels, seven majors, and 18 captains, the
vacancies thus created to be ﬂ:ledelév 1Ré'ol::t‘.tti(::.l and deltlsll in accordance
with section 26 of the act approv bruary 2, 1901.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a point
of order against the amendment proposed by the gentleman
from Jowa. 1

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
makes the point of order.

Mr. FITZGERALD. In that the latter amendment is not
germane to this amendment. The Senate amendment provides
for a detail of certain officers to the militia and a number of
them to the Quartermaster’s Department. The effect of the
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Towa is to increase,
that is, the latter part of his amendment, the officers of the
Quartermaster’s Department irrespective of the detail provided
for in the Senate amendment. It is an entirely different sub-
ject matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Iowa
desire to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I assume the point of or-
der would hardly lie to any proposition that comes over from
the Senate—— )

Mr. FITZGERALD. It will; the gentleman is very much mis-
taken. The amendment must be germane.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The House must either accept or reject
it. The point of order lies to the provision of the Senate, not
to the amendment which I have offered, because this is a
change of the Senate amendment. This whole provision would
have been subject to the point of order on the appropriation
bill if offered in the House, but the Committee on Milltary

Affairs reported a separate bill on this subject, virtually on the
lines of what the Senate has done, except as to the number of
officers, the limitation of detail, and as to retired officers to be
occupied in certain lines, The appropriation bill as it passed
the House had nothing upon that subject upon it. It went to
the Senate and was placed there by the Senate, and the rules
of the House have no limitation whatever.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is en-
tirely mistaken. The Senate puts upon this bill a provision pro-
viding for a detail of Army officers for service with the Organ-
ized Militia, and it provides the number that may be detailed
for that purpose and also provides that 30 of them shall be de-
tailed for service in the Quartermaster's Department. The
effect of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa
is not to effect the details, but makes a direct increase in the
Quartermaster’s Department.

Mr, HULL of Towa. It is a little more than that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not germane; it is an entirely dif-
ferent question, and the amendment proposed by the gentleman
must be germane.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman seems to limit this en-
tirely to the inerease of officers for the service of the militia.

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I do not.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The amendment of the Senate goes fur-
ther than that. After providing what is given to the militia it
goes further and says “ together with those detached from their
proper command, under the provisions of law, to other duty
the usual period of which exceeds one year.” Now, this is to
fill in those places so far as this increase can fill them. The
gentleman is absolutely correct in one of his statements that I
am willing to concede if the point of order is overruled.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Whether it is conceded if the point of
order is overruled or not, it is a fact.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I am willing to concede the effect of the
amendment, and I want to say to the gentleman if the gentle-
man believes in a permanent—— ;

Mr, FITZGERALD. I am opposed to the whole proposition,
and I hope the point of order will be sustained.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not think it will be.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman desire to be
heard further?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I would like the Chair to consider this
one question: The increase is provided for out of the number
that has been provided in increased officers as the bill passed the
Senate. In other words, 30 of these officers herein provided for
shall be detailed for service in the Quartermaster’s Department,
which is hereby increased. Now, is it not in order when the
absolute increase is provided for in this out of the increase in
another part of the bill? If that is true, how can the Chair
hold that the mere changing or the filling of that detail is sub-
ject to a point of order? I would like to have the Chair ex-
amine that point. The total number of officers provided for in
the Senate is 612, My amendment provides for a much smaller
number,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand
the gentleman from Iowa, now, that this amendment does not in
gg{? way increase the force already appropriated for in the

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; the force will be much below that
appropriated for by the Senate, with the amendment that I
have offered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentlentan say that no

Increase is contemplated by the amendment?

Mr. HULL of Towa. It is an absolute decrease by my amend-

ment.
" Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no increase provided, so far
as I can find, in the Quartermaster's Department. This pro-
vides for details of officers of the line, not of the Quarter-
master’s Department. And the Organized Militia proviso pro-
vides that 30 officers of the line——

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Before the gentleman proceeds further,
I would like to call his attention, so that he may answer while
he is talking, to the last words of this amendment of the Sen-
ate. It tells how they shall be filled and detailed in accord-
ance with section 26 of the act approved February 2, 1901, which
means that they are to be detailed from officers of the line, and
the officer so detailed shall have his place filled by an extra
officer,

Mr, FITZGERALD. I am not familiar with that provision,
whatever it may be. The gentleman may be familiar with it,
though he has not stated. He does not convey any information
by referring to the provision to which he has referred. My
understanding is that this provides for a detail of certain
officers to the Organized Militia, and the proviso requires that
30 of those officers shall be detailed to the Quartermaster's
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Department of the Army. Now, the effect of the amendment of
the gentleman from Iowa is to remove the retirement of de-
tailed officers to the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army
and increase the force. I insist it is not germane to the pro-
vision under discussion,

Mr. SULZER. Of course the gentleman understands that
that proviso was put on in the Senate?

Mr. FITZGERALD. It makes no difference where it was put
on. What is the subject matter of the Senate amendment? It
is the detail of a certain number of officers to the Organized
Militia, and 30 of the number authorized to be detailed must be
detailed to the Quartermaster’s Department. The effect of the
gentleman’s amendment is to eliminate the requirement for de-
tail to the Quartermaster's Department and compel the increase
of the present force or the number of officers in the Quarter-
master’'s Department—an entirely different subject from that
contemplated by the Senate amendment.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, one word more. The
amendment I have offered makes the bill harmonions. It makes
it o that there is no difference of opinion as to what it really
means. The Senate amendment fixes the Quartermaster’s De-
partment how? It says:

Which Is hereby increased by two colonels, three lieatenant colonels,
seven majors, and 18 captains, the vacancies thus created to be filled by

romotion and detail in accordance with section 26 of the act approved
february 2, 1801.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will admit my amendment would be
subject to a point of order if the amendment left the number
of officers fixed by the Senate at 612, because we would have
then exceeded the number fixed by either House. But my
amendment, if it shall earry, still leaves this House something
like 182 members below what is fixed by the Senate, and there-
fore it is not exceeding the number fixed by either House, but
is 182 less,

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, there can be no guestion
as to these faets: This bill provides for the detail of certain
line officers to the Organized Militia, and also provides that of
the number which may be so detailed 30 of them must be de-
tailed to the Quartermaster's Department.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman has not read the amend-
ment,

Mr, FITZGERALD. I have read the amendment.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Together with those detailed from their.
proper commands under the provisions of law for other duty,
the usual period of which exceeds one year. That applies to
every branch of the Army where detail is made. That is in
addition to the militia. The gentleman reads this provision as
though all these officers were intended simply for service with
the militia. They are not.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Noj; I do not do anything of the kind.
The effect of the gentleman's amendment is to increase the num-
ber of officers in the Quartermaster’s Department.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Not a bit. It leaves that exactly as it
is fixed by the Senate.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken about that.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; I am not.

Mr, FITZGERALD. I insist that the gentleman is mistaken,
because the Senate amendment provides that of the additional
officers herein provided 30 shall be detailed to service in the
Quartermaster’s Department. The gentleman’'s amendment, in-
stead of providing for the detail of these officers, provides for
an increase of the officers in the Quartermaster's Department.

Mr, HULL of Iowa. If you leave the number at 612, nobody
would eare a cent about this amendment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not so sure that they would.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I understand a point of order is
still pending.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes.

Mr. MANN. It does not seem to me, Mr. Speaker, that the
amendment is subject to a point of order. Now, what is the
proposition? It is this: That the total number of detached
officers subject to these provisions shall not exceed 612. Thirty
of these officers may be detailed to service in the Quartermas-
ter's Department. The detail does not mean that they do not
continue during life to hold the office. Now, the proposition
of the gentleman from Towa [Mr. Hurr] to reduce the number
from 612 to 400 in that one part of the amendment and to
provide directly 30 officers in the Quartermaster’s Department,
whether you call it a detail or not, does not make any differ-
ence; but his proposition is to decrease the number from 612 to
430. If the detail question were simply a matter of sending
some one from another department for temporary service in
the War Department, there might not be any question, but
these officers are permanent officers of the Army—whether
gerving in the Paymaster’s Department or the Quartermaster’'s

Department or elsewhere makes no difference—and it seems fo
me that the Members of the House ought to have the oppor-
tunity, the two questions being correlated, of voting whether
they will make the additional officers 612 or 430.

In no other way can the guestion be presented unless by a
proposition simply to reduce the number from 612 to 430 in that
place, as to which, I suppose, if it were within his power the .
gentleman from Iowa would offer that amendment. But it be-
ing a Senate amendment, certainly the House has the power
under the rules to say whether it prefers, when it creates new
officers, that they shall be detailed to the Quartermaster’'s Office
or shall be in the Quartermaster's Office as additional officers.

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is an entirely different subject.
That is a matter of detail, and that is what the Senate amend-
ment provides for. The gentleman is attempting to make a per-
manznt increase, and it is not germane to the Senate amend-
men

Mr, MANN. The gentleman from New York will pardon me
if I say it is germane to the Senate amendment, whether it is
a detail or a permanent appointment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it is not. The Senate amendment
would continue the detail gystem. :

Mr. MANN. Very well. What difference does that make?
If this goes through, the additional officers will be in the Army.
The number will be there. We have the power, when we create
additional officers in the Army, to say whether they shall be
detailed temporarily to a department or be permanently at-
tached to a department. Certainly it can not be held that when
we have the power to say how many officers we shall create
we have not the power to prescribe what the officers shall do
when they are appointed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, answering the ques-
tion of the gentleman from New York, would say that the Sen-
ate amendment as proposed, to which no peint of order is made,
increases the Quartermaster’s Department by two colonels, three
lieutenant colonels, seven majors, and 18 captains. Is the effect
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Hurr] to make any further increase than that provided in the
text of the Senate amendment?

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, the effect of the amendment of the
gentleman from Jowa [Mr. HuLL]——

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘It makes no difference in the Quarter-
master's Department——

Mr. HAY (continuing). The effect of the amendment of
the gentleman from Iowa i8 not to increase the number of
officers provided for in the Senate bill, because the Senate bill
provides for 612 officers, and the gentleman’s amendment, as
I understand it, provides altogether for 430; 400 in the main
body of the amendment and 30 for the Quartermaster’s Depart-
ment.

Mr. HULL of Towa. That is correct.

Mr. HAY. That is the effect of the amendment of the gen-
tleman from JTowa; but it seems to me it is subject to the
point of order, because the gentleman's amendment provides,
not that the additional men provided for in the Quartermas-
ter's Department shall be taken from the 400, but that they
shall become a part of the Quartermaster’s Department. In
other words, he is undertaking to legislate not only for the
line, but for a staff corps in the War Department.

Mr. MANN. We have the power to legislate, have we not?

Mr. HAY. You have the power to legislate, but not in this

way.

LS-Irr. MANN. Why not?

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Senate amendment provides that it
ghall be increased by detail.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not seem to the Chair
that the Senate amendment does necessarily provide for the
increase by detail. The text of the Senate amendment is that
the Quartermaster's Department—
is hereby increased by two colonels, ete.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the Chair must read that in con-
nection with the previous portion of the amendment, which is:

That 30 of the additional officers herein provided for shall be de-
tailed to service in the Quartermaster’'s Department.

Then it enumerates the rank, namely, the rank of the 30
officers. Striking out the provision for the detail will make a
ific increase in that corps without detail.
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Read the balance of it, where it refers
to— i
The act approved February 2, 1901.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is provided for in the text of

the Senate amendment.
Mr. FITZGERALD. The Chair is mistaken. It is provided

for by detail, while the effect of the Senate amendment is to
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gimmte the detail and provide that permanent addition to
e Corps.

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill provides for 612
officers, of whom 30 additional officers shall be detailed to
service in the Quartermaster’s Department. The chairman of
the committee offers an amendment striking out 612 and re-
ducing it to 400. He strikes out the words:

Thirty of the additional officers herein provided for shall be detailed
to service.

So that it would read:

Provided, That the Quartermaster's Department is hereby Increased
by two colonels, three lieutenant colonels, seven majors, and 18 captains,

e vacancies thus created to be filled promotion and detail in ac-
cordance with section 26 of the act approved February 2, 1901.

Which is the act detailing officers to the staff department.

It seems to me that the amendment is germane, that it is
in order, that it does not increase the number, but that the
House is confroned with this propoesition: Do you want the
Senate bill, calling for 612 officers, 30 of whom shall go to the
Quartermaster’s Department, or do you want the proposition of
the chairman of the committee for 400 officers and an addi-
tional 30 going to the Quartermaster’s Department, reducing
the number as provided for by the Senate bill 1827

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair finds it somewhat
difficult to get a correct idea of just what the law is in regard
to this matter and to determine the question of fact here. The
Chair is not free from doubt; but the Chair being in doubt,
believes that the committee ought to have an opportunity
to vote on this matter, and the Chair overrules the point of
order,

Now, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] has given
notice that he desires also to move to recede and concur with
an amendment. Two gentlemen desire that privilege. Should
the House agree to the motion of the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. Hurr], it would absolutely preclude the motion of the
gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not necessarily.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair suggests that the
gentleman now move to recede and leave this matter open to
amendment, so that the gentleman from Iowa and the gentle-
man from Virginia may both have a fair opportunity to offer
their propositions.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. Under the motion to recede and concur with an
amendment, is the motion offered by the gentleman from Iowa
subject to amendment?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would think that it
was, if it was an amendment to the amendment.

Mr. MANN. I understand that the gentleman from Virginia
has an amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr. HAY. As I understand, the motion of the gentleman
from Iowa was to recede and concur with an amendment, and
that that can be divided.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes.

Mr. HIAY. If it is divided, the first question is on the motion
to recede. ; :
_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. HAY. And then I can offer an amendment?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The genileman can offer an
amendment.

Mr. HAY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division of the
question, and offer the amendment that I send to the desk.

Mr. HULL of Towa. But we have not yet voted to recede.

Mr. MANN. The motion of the gentleman from Iowa is sub-
ject to amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. The
gentleman from Virginia demands a division of the question,
and the first question will be, Will the House recede? And if the
House votes to recede, then the Senate amendment is open for
amendment.

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. A parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I want to know if it is in order to
offer a substitute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not now in order. The
gentleman from Virginia asked for a division of the guestion,
and the first question is, Will the House recede?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the House is not unani-
mously in favor of receding, and we want to discuss that ques-
tion.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will leave it to gen-
tlemen to debate the question.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the request for a divi-
sion, and will offer the following amendment to the amendment

offered by the gentleman from Iowa, and pending that I will
ask the gentleman from Iowa to divide the time with me.

Mr. PRINCE. Can we not have the amendment read for the
information of the House? :

Mr. MANN. What is the gentleman’s amendment?

Mr. HAY. My amendment is a bill reported by the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia that there is no time agreed on, but I will keep control
gt the tl;ne and yield to the gentleman. How much time does

e wan

Mr. HAY. T should think half an hour on a side would be
sufficient.

Mr. HULL of Towa. We shall never get through with the bill
at that rate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentle-
man from Virginia if it is his purpose to offer a substitute for
the entire Senate amendment.

Mr. HAY. Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A vote can not be taken on that
question until the amendment of the gentleman from Towa is
disposed of.

Mr. HAY. I understand that the gentleman from Iowa can
perfect his amendment, and after it is perfected then I can
offer mine as a substitute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that after
this amendment is perfected and concurred in it will be too
late for the gentleman from Virginia to offer a substitute.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I understood that the amendment
that the gentleman from Virginia desired to offer was an
amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Towa and was merely to change a few words. In view of the
fact that the gentleman’s amendment is a substitute, I think he
has a right to ask that the House recede.

Mr. HAY. That was my idea, but I did not want to put the
House in the attitude of receding and concurring in the Senate
amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gen-
tleman from Virginia that should the House vote to perfect the
Senate amendment as suggested by the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Iowa, it would then be too late for the
gentleman from Virginia to offer his amendment as a substitute.
The gentleman from Virginia can now ask for a division of
the question.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask to have the amendment
read for information.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read
for information.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 21, after line 7, insert:

“That upon the request of the governors of the several States and
Territories concerned, the President may detach officers of the active
list of the Army from their proper commands for duty as In tors
and instructors of the Organ Militia as follows, namely: Not to
exceed one officer for each regiment and separate battalion of infantry
or its equivalent of other troops: Prowided, That line officers detached
for duty with the Organized Militia under the provisions of this act,
together with those detached from their proper commands, under the
provisions of law, for other duty, the usual period of which exceeds
one year, shall be subject to the provisions of section 27 of the act
apgmved February 2, 1901, with reference to details te the Staff Corps,
but the total number of detached officers made subject to the provi-
glons of this sectlon by this act shall not exceed 200: And provided
further, That the num of such officers detached from each of the
several branches of the line of the A .shall be in proportion to
the authorized commissioned strength of that branch; they shall be of
the ades first lieutenant and captain, inclusive, and the number
detached from each grade shall be in proportion to the number in that
gsade now provided by law for the line of the Army: Provided, That

of the additional officers herein provided for shall be detalled to
gervice in the Quartermaster’'s Department.

“gee. 2. That the vacancies caused or created by this act In the
Eade of second lleutenant shall be filled in accordance with existing

w, one-fifth in each fiscal year until the total mumber of wacancies
ghall have been filled : Provided, That hereafter vacancies in the grade
of second lieutenant occurring in any fiscal year shall be filled by ap-

intment in the toilowlmi order, namely : First, of cadets graduated

rom the United States Military Amdemy during that flscal year: sec-
ond, of enlisted men whose fitness for Eromotion ghall have been de-
termined by competitive examination; third, of candidates from eclvil
life between the ages of 21 and 27 years.

“8pc. 3. That hereafter ahy officer on the retired list of the Army
may be assigned by the Becretary of War to active duty in recruiting,
for serviece eonnection with the Organized Militia in the several
States and Territories upon the request of the governor thereof for an
officer of the Army, as military attachés, upon courts-martial, courts of
inquiry and boards, and to staff duties not involving service with
troops, or any other duty not involving service with troops; and any
officer on the retired list of the Army upon his refusal to perform the
duties imposed upon him by the provisions of this act shall be mus-
tered out of the Army. And such officers while so assigned shall
receive the full y and allowances of their respective grades.

“8Sec. 4. That hereafter there shall be no detail of any officer from
the active list of the line or staff of the Arm% for nn{\' purpose except
directly connected with the Military Establishment, including service
in the bureauns of the War De ent, at departmental headquarters
with the Quartermaster's and Commissary artments, an Bignaf
Corps, assistants to Chief of Coast Artillery, United States Military
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Academy, Army service and technical schools in the United States
and in ope, recruiting service, military attachés, with the Phill
pine Scouts, with the Phili pine civil government (not exceeding six),
with the Cu Government (not exceeding three), engineer, ordnance,
and medical officers with Isthmian Canal Commission, and officers to
be in charge of the quartermaster’s and commissary departments with
the Isthmian Canal Commission, with military prisons (not exceeding
six), engineer officer Commission District of Columbia (not exceeding
one), officer Public Buildings and Grounds (not exceeding one), mem-
ber Ordnance Board, and on such special boards and duty connected
with the Military Establishment as may from time to time be desig-
nated by the SBecretary of War, with Indian prisoners }one), with State
educational institutions and schools receiving aid from the TUnited
Btates (not exceeding one officer for each Staﬁa and Territory). This
section shall not apply to the Improvement of rivers and harbors or
other public work authorized by law.

“8ec. 5. That the President Is authorized to make rules and regu-
lations to carry the provisions of this act into effect.”

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order
on that, if it is offered at this time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not offered.
information only.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the amendment of
the gentleman from Iowa by striking out * four ” and inserting
“two,” so that it will read, *“ not to exceed $200.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia
offers an amendment to the amendment proposed by the gentle-
man from Iowa, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out “four” and insert * two,” so as to read, “ not to exceed
two hundred.”

Mr, HAY. And I offer another amendment, Mr. Speaker,
which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike out the word * colonel” and insert * eaptain,” so as to read,
““ they shall be of the grades of first lientenant to captain, inclusive.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia
in offering the second proposition is not offering an amendment
to the amendment, but an amendment to the text of the Senate
amendment, whicl is not in order now.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I make no motion on that part of the
bill at all.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understood.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman to offer
an amendment respecting the entire amendment,

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I offered an amendment, “so that it
would read as follows,” and they read it from the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia to
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Does any gentleman desire to discuss
this?

Mr. HAY. Yes; I do. There are some gentlemen on this
side of the House who want to speak.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will try to yield to gentlemen fairly.
I want to yield to some gentleman on that side of the House in
opposition to the gentleman from Virginia. How much time
does the gentleman want?

Mr. HAY. I want half an hour.

Mr. HULL of Towa. I can not yield half an hour unless the
House votes me down, because we will never get through at
that rate. .

Mr. HAY. I do not know why. There is only one other
amendment in dispute. -

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will yield half the time, and if we
get through before the hour is up we better quit. I understand
the gentleman from Texas wants to make a speech of 10 or 15
minutes in opposition to something that appears in the Army
and Navy Journal. We ought to go on with this.

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman does not state my proposition
correctly.

Mr. HAY. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.
stand that the gentleman from Iowa controls the time, -
Mr. FITZGERALD. He has the floor for an hour.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes.

Mr. HAY. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa, Mr.
Speaker, that he will save time by yielding me 30 minutes
on this proposition. There is no quorum here——

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not care if the gentleman raises
the point of no quorum. That is his privilege.

Mr. HAY. Very well; I will say to the gentleman that he
will save time—

Mr. HULL of Towa. And suppose some other gentleman may
say, when this time is up, that if some other gentleman does
not have an hour that he will raise the point of no gquorum.

Mr. HAY. Not at all. I am simply asking for a division of
the time on this proposition.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. And I say to the gentleman if the
debate runs an hour he will get his full half.

It is read for

I under-

Mr. HAY. It is a proposition increasing the Army and the
expenses of the Government about $2,000,000 a year, and it
never has been discussed on this floor. It is a Senate amend-
ment put on this bill, and Members of the House have not had
an opportunity to discuss it.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has an hour.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. At the suggestion of the gentleman, I
yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HAY. And I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. May the Chair understand
what arrangement has been made as to time?

Mr. HAY. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. SLAYDEN].

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, since the beginning of my
service in this House, 14 years ago, I have seen the Army of
the United States grow from about 25,000 men, with an annual
appropriation of about $25,000,000, to a possible maximum of
100,000 men, with about 80,000 actually in the service, costing
approximately $100,000,000 a year.

If I know myself, Mr. Speaker, I have devoted myself to the
work of the committee upon which I have had the honor of
serving with an eye single to the interest of the country. I
have tried to discharge my duty to all the people of all the
country, I have been ready at any time to vote for any reason-
able increase of the Army and of the Navy, and I am ready to-
day to do everything that is necessary to defend the integrity
of the soil or the honor of the country in any way. I am not
even, Mr, Speaker, one of those people who believe that the
Army should be materially reduced. I am mnot entirely con-
vinced in my own mind that it would not be wise to maintain
the Army now at the legal maximum, at the number authorized
by law, and which the President, by simple Executive order, can
establish at any time,

Mr. KITCHIN. What is that number?

Mr. SLAYDEN. One hundred thousand. But, Mr. Speaker, I
claim the right to vote my judgment and to vote it uninfluenced
and without the interference of an improper pressure from
outside this Hall. I am willing to abandon any position I may
occupy with reference to this or any other question when any
gentleman can convince me I am wrong. I have here a paper
that the chairman alluded to awhile ago—the Army and Navy
Journal of March 11—that contains an editorial with reference
to the pending legislation and in which the editor of that paper,
or some contributor from the city of Washington, does me the
honor of referring to my position upon this question and that of
my colleague from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. I am going to trespass
upon the attention of the House for a moment or two by read-
ing a paragraph here and there out of that editorial. It says
first:

More good legislation for the Army than has been considered in
Congress in recent years was attached to the Army appropriation bill
when it went into conference with the Senate.

That is a matter of opinion, Mr. Speaker.

Further along in the same editorial it says:

It Is probably too much to expect that these and other leglslative
provisions included in the bill when it went into conference will all be
agreed to by the House. It to ry for some Democrats
on the House committee to play politics with the measure. Instead
of allowing it to be referred to the conferees in the usual manner, Repre-
sentative ¥ made an objectlon, and insisted uopon its going to the
House committee before it was taken up by the conferees. Supported
by Representative SLAYDEN, Mr. HaY contenged that when the b!?lp(t]:ama
up in the House again in the conferees' report a separate report would
betgeiven on the extra officers’ provision and a number of others in dis-
pute.

Mr. Speaker, it is true that the gentleman from Virginia and
[ did insist that the House should have the right to pass upon
this important legislation. It is a very important matter of leg-
islation to fix upon the people of this country an annual charge
of $2,000,000 and to increase the Army of the United States to
the extent of 642 officers. I am not now discussing the ques-
tion of whether it is wise to enact this legislation. I do con-
tend, sirs, that we were doing our simple duty to the country
and simply asserting our rights as Members of this House to
give other Members an opportunity to pass upon these matters
by asserting our rights under the rules which provide that they
may be referred to the committee and thus provide an oppor-
tunity for their discussion here. To go further along in the
same editorial, it says:

This will probably complicate matters; it will make it more difficult
to secure effective legislation for the relief of the shortage of officers in
the Army and for details as instructors for the National Guard.

If T had more time than the 10 minutes allotted to me, I
would treat some phases of this statement, bul in reply 1o this
part of the editorial I can now only point out the fact that
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your Committee on Military Affairs has seriously labored in the
production of a bill that would offer relief where relief is really
needed and at the same time provide for a reasonable limit of
cost. He says:

Mr. SraYpEN does not look with favor upon the tion to fur-
nish instructors from the Regular Army to the National Guard.

I pass that by, although that editor has no warrant in fact
to make any such assertion. He further says:

He is also in favor of reducing the number of officers detalied at the
smaller colleges.

There, Mr. Speaker, he is entirely correct. I do mot believe
it is the duty of the Government te provide schoolmasters in
uniform for all the schools throughout the country; and I say
that, sir, at the risk of inviting opposition in my own State
and in my own city, but if I failed to express my opinion frankly
and honestly upon that question, I wonld not deserve the con-
fidence of this House and would deserve removal from the im-
portant committee to which you have assigned me.

Here again I quote: ’

" In fact, Representatives Hay and SLAYDEN do not hesitate to say that
they will do anything that they can to defeat legislation for add.l,tl.nnn‘l
cers for any purpose.

Now, what warrant they had for making that statement con-
cerning my colleague [Mr. Hay] I do not know, but none what-
ever as to me, for I never made any such statement to anyone
in this House or outside of this House. There is absolutely no
truth in the statement.

But all of the Republican Members are on record as favoring the bill

as it was reported from the House committee, and it is belleved that
they will support Chairman HuriL in his fight for an agreement on this
provision.

Mr. Speaker, I am curious to know how the record was
made. I have been fairly diligent mpon my attendance on the
sessions of this House, but I do not remember when they have
had an opportunity to pass upon that question. -

How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two min-
utes and a half remaining.

Mr. SLAYDEN. This is the closing paragraph of the edi-
torial :

There are & number of visions
committee in which the Members of the House are d interested,
and these are apt to receive t\‘r;r&rough treatment from the Senate con-
ferees if the House acts arbi ¥ in the consideration of general 1
lation for the Army. Among these are the remount mtﬁm pro on
and the one for the completion of a chapel at Fort Sam Houston, Tex.
The constituents of Representative Hay will be greatly affected by the
remount station, which is to be located in Virginia, and Fort Sam Hous-
ton §s a local indu for Representative BraAYDpEN. Both of these
me are merit us, but the Senate leaders are determined to

care of general legislation as well as local in the bill. !
- Mr. Speaker, that is simply a threat that if I did not recede
from the position which I have taken, and taken solely because
it has the approval of my judgment and my conscience, a trifling

laced in the bill b{ the Benate
y

appropriation to be expended at Fort Sam Houston is to be |

withdrawn. It is only a small and contemptible bit of a pres-
sure that has been inspired from some source, I do not know
where, but from some source high up in military eireles, I am
afraid, to compel me, and as it was, no doubt, intended to com-
pel my colleague [Mr. Hay] to abandon a conscientious stand
and one that has the approval of his judgment. I repel it, sir,
as utterly futile, and I have no doubt my friend from Virginia
[Mr. Hay] will remain equally uninfluenced by these efforts.
[Applause.] :

Mr. HAY. Mr. Bpeaker, it is true that I have opposed, and
consistently opposed, any increase of the officers in the Army.
In 1501 the Army reorganization act was passed, and the then
Secretary of War and the men who were interested in the Army
came before the two Houses of Congress and, when asked what
they wanted, said that they were asking all that was neecessary
for the Army. Now, ever since that act was passed bills have
been introduced, increasing first one corps and then another,
until there is hardly a corps in the Army that has not been in-
creased.

Now, we are asked to increase the line of the Army by
612 men under the guise that it is for the benefit of the militia
of the National Guard of the country. Gentlemen upon this
floor have been flooded with requests from the adjutant generals
of SBtates and the officers of the National Guard throughout
this country to favor this legislation. For 14 years I have
been a member of the Military Committee. I have been
familiar with the efforts of the officers in the War Department
to increase the officers in the Army. I have never heard that
they have been in favor of increasing the men in the Army or
increasing the Army in a way which would be to our advantage
for the purpose of defending the people of this country.

This bill is inspired and backed by men who want promotion,
and not because they are in favor of increasing the efficiency

of the militia of this country. [Applause.] If they do not want
rank, I venture to say that the gentleman from Iowa would not
accept the amendment which I suggested a moment ago, that
there should be no inerease in this increase above the rank of
captain. Why, here is one of the arguments used for this:
They say they have so many detailed that they have to take
away the captains from the companies, and that that is very
much against the interests of the Army; that these captains of
companies ought to be kept with their companies.

They say for that reason that the Army has suffered. But
I say that the great mass of details made by the War Depart-
ment are not necessary. Why, take for example, Mr. Speaker,
the Army War College here, and we have detailed to that col-
lege 22 student officers and 14 instructors, officers of the Army.
Why is it necessary to have 14 officers instruct 22 men? I can
not conceive of any necessity for such a detail as that.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield a
moment?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Vir-
ginia yield to the gentleman from New Jersey?

Mr. HAY. Yes,

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Does the gentleman mean to
state that there is any such condition as that—that 14 officers
are detailed to instruct 22 men?

Mr. HAY. Yes; certainly. I have in my hand a statement
furnished to me at my request by the Adjutant General of the
Army, showing the officers of the Army who are detached from
their regular service and assigned to duty either as instructors
or as students at school, as of date January 1, 1911; and I
say that there are 22 student officers here at the Army War
College and 14 instructors. There are at the Military Academy
at West Point 81 officers detailed as instructors. At the Army
Bervice School at Leavenworth, Eans, there are 67 student
officers and 22 instructors. At the Fort Monroe Artillery School
there are 14 instructors and 40 students; and there are at these -
schools altogether 179 students and 148 instructors, including the
officers at West Point. [Laughter.] ]

Why is it necessary to have all these details? It is not neces-
sary; and if these details were rearranged, if these details were
made in accordance with what is right and with what the
department ought to do, it would not be necessary to ask Con-
gress to increase ihe officers of the Army by 612 men.

1 admit that the gentleman from Iowa is offering an amend-
ment which makes the increase 430, but we have got to reckon
with the Senate, and if we get off with 500, shounld we adopt
the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, we shall be doing
very well. So, Mr. Speaker, I hope this House will, by the .
adoption of the amendment which I have suggested, say that
it is opposed to increasing the officers of the Army beyond 200.
That will be ample, with the proper detail and assignment of
officers, to meet the requirements of the service.

Why, under the Senate provision it is provided that an Army
officer can be detailed to every governor of every State in the
Union. [Laughter.] What would an Army officer do, detailed
to duty with the governor of a State? Why, it would be noth-
ing but a soft snap for him to go around in parade with the
governor. [Laughter.] It is true that the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. Hourr] has stricken that provision from his amend-
ment, as I understand it, but, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to in-
creasing the Army by a single officer. T have therefore offered
the amendment which I submitted, believing that it will be best
to fight this proposition in that way rather than to run the risk
of having the number increased 400, as is proposed by the gen-
tleman from Iowa.

If T had the time, I could show this House that the details
made by the War Department are not necessary and that the
service will not suffer if we fail to increase these officers by the
number asked for by the gentleman from Iowa.

How mueh time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 16 minutes
left.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to
have a quorum on the passage of this very important measure,
I make the point of no quorum.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Youxg]
makes the point of no quorum. The Chair sustains the point.

‘Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Bpeaker, I move a call of the
House,

Mr. BARNHART. I am in favor of a call of the House.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify absent Members, and the Clerk
will call the roll.
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Mr. SLAYDEN.
The SPEAKER.
Mr. SLAYDEN.
the House now ?
The SPEAKER.

Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry.
The gentleman from Texas will state it.
In what form is the question presented to

It is a call of the House under what are

called the old rules of the House.
Mr. SLAYDEN. We are not voting on the question?
The COlerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following
Members failed to answer to their names:

Alexander, Mo.  Fish Kinkead, N. J Reeder
Alexander, Focht Knapp Reid
Allen Foelker Lafean Rhinock
Andrus Fordney Langley Richardson
Ansberry Fornes Law Riordan
Barclay Fowler Lindea Roddenbery
Barnard Gardner, Mass. Lively Sabath
Bartlett, Nev. Gardner, Mich Livingston Beott

tes arner, Pa Liloy Sharp

tt, Gill, Md, Lowden Slem?

Dingham Gll1, Mo. McCall Smal
Boutell lass McCredie 8mith, Cal.
Broussard Goldfogle McDermott Smith, Mich,
Burleigh raham, Pa. McKinlay, Cal. Snapp
Capron Gregg McKinley, 111 Sperg ’
Carlin amer McMorran Sturgiss
Clark, Fla. Hamill Madden Talbott
Conry Hamilton Madison Taylor, Colo.
Coudrey fanna Millington Thistlewood
Covington Hardwick Moon, Pa. Thomas, Ohio
Cox, Ohilo avens Moore, Tex. Volstead
Cravens Hayes Moss Wallace
Creager eald Murdock Wanger
Crow Hinshaw Murphy Weeks
Dawson Howard Norris Weisse
Denby Howell, U Palmer, A. M, Wheeler
Dent ubbard, W. Va. Palmer, H. W. Willett
Dupre uff Patterson Wilson, Pa.
Durey Hughes, W. Va. Payne Wood,
Edwards, Ky. Humphrey, Wash. Pratt Woodyard
Englebright James Pray Young, N. ¥
Fassett Joyce Ransdell

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and fifty-seven Members—a
guorum—have answered to their names.

Mr. MANN. I move to dispense with further proceedings
under the call,

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the coneur-
rence of the House, I desire that we stay here until we finish
this bill to-night. It is important to do so, because other appro-
priation bills should have the right of way. I hope we can keep

-a quorum here, and I am not in favor of finishing the bill unless
we have a quorum,

I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
UNDERWOOD].

AMr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the
proposition offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hurr].
I have agreed with the gentleman from Iowa on few occasions
with reference to an increase of the Army of the United States.
I am opposed to increasing the general rank and file of the
Regular Army. I have always believed that a well-organized
State Militia, properly trained and capable of responding to the
Nation’s demands, is the true protection for this country. That
is the position I have always stood for in this House.

For the first time since I have been a Member of Congress
it is proposed to thoroughly organize the State Militia by
trained officers of the United States Army, along the lines on
which the Regular Army is organized, for the purpose of hav-
ing the State Militia ready to respond to the country’'s defense
if needed. There is no question that it is an economical way
of maintaining our national defense. There is no commissary
department to maintain with these State Militia regiments, and
we do not have to pay their salaries. They are maintained by
the States, and the only proposition that comes in this bill is
to provide regular officers of the United States Army who shall
be detailed to go to these regiments and organize them along
the lines on which the Regular Army is organized, so when their
country needs them they will be ready to respond.

Mr, HAY. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr. UNDERWOOD, I will

Mr. HAY., Does not the gentleman from Alabama know that
there are now detailed to the militia in the several States offi-
cers of the Army?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that proposition, that
there are a few officers detailed from the militia here and there,
but this proposes to make an organized detail, not to detail a
man to a State who spends his time at the headquarters of the
governor, dresses up in his uniform, and goes with the governor
to visit a regiment on dress parade. As I understand this
proposition, it is to detail an officer to work with the regiment
of the National Guard in the State,

Mr. MORSE, Will the gentleman from Alabama yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly.

Mr. MORSE, I would like to ask if, in the gentleman's
opinion, there is any connection between the increase in the
size of the Army at this time, or the effort to increase it, and
the remarks made a day or two ago on the floor of this House
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarx] in regard to the
annexation of Canada.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman is rather far-
fetched in his question, and is asking one that is not at all
pertinent to the matter before the House.

I regret, Mr. Speaker, at this time to vote for any proposi-
tion that puts a single dollar of burden on the Federal Treasury,
because nobody knows better than I do that there will be a deficit
next July. But I know this also, that we have coast defenses
provided for, or quite a number, that have no regiments to main-
tain them. I know that the commanding general of the Coast
Artillery is urging to-day that the National Guard of the United
Btates be used as a defense for the coast defenses that we have
prepared and which are unmanned, and that trained officers of
the United States Army be detailed to these regiments as a
fixed command to train them in the organization of the United
States Army, so that these men will be useful in time of war,
and just as useful, if properly trained, to defend our country
as if we spent millions in increasing our Army.

Therefore, in my judgment, this proposition is on the side of
economy, to increase the number of officers and detail them to
the regiment, and then some day in the near future to come to
the proposition to increase one corps of our Army to double
the number of men that exist in it to-day. For that reason I
shall vote with the gentleman from Iowa. [Applause.]

Mr. HULL of Iowa, I yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. Hopsox].

Mr. HOBSON. Mr, Speaker, I desire to call attention to the
figures cited by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, Hay], which
apparently show that there are already an unusually large
number of officers detailed for instruction in comparison to the
students receiving instruction. Take the Army War College,
and he said there were 14 instructors and 22 students, but he
failed to point out that the 14 who are listed as instructors are
officers of the General Btaff of the Army. They work out all
of the great war problems, and their work would be required if
no officers were under instruction. The instruetion is but a
small part of their work; 14 officers is a very small number for
the large amount of work done and is small in comparison with
the numbers required for similar work in other armies.

Take the United States Military Academy; there are 81 offi-
cers, but no account is taken of the 500 cadets. I would like
to see anyone intelligzently show where this number could be
cut down and have full efficiency. The gentleman seems to
overlook the fact that this is an important Army post, with
over 700 enlisted men and a village of 2,000 souls, all requiring
officers listed in the 81.

Take the post at Fort Leavenworth and the one at Fort
Monroe, The same thing applies—the officers listed as in-
structors include ail those nssigned to the garrisons with their
commands. Take the item giving the number of instructors
for civil assignments. It fails to give the number of those
instructed. The number would be very large for each oflicer,
probably 500 or 600.

Furthermore, when an officer is assigned to give instruction
to a whole regiment or a brigade or a division, as provided in the
bill, the number instructed would become vastly greater. The
gentleman from Virginia gave an altogether erroneous idea on
this subject, and his figures are wholly misleading, omitting "
them when the numbers of instructors are large and counting
as instroctors those engaged in other duty.

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOBSON. I can not yield now; I have only five min-
utes. Mr. Chairman, the Army of the United States to-day is
in a most deplorable condition. There is a serious lack of effi-
ciency for the reason of a serious deficiency of officers in every
branch. I do not care which branch you take, if you take the
pains to look into the details you will find that second lieu-
tenants are at times in command of companies, You will find
that many of the units do not have one-half or one-third of the
required number of officers to make them eflicient.

It is the worst economy on earth to sacrifice in the number
of officers—those who command and those who instruct. Such
economy sacrifices efficiency. We have but a small Regular
Army; it is vitally important that it should be efficient. It
is not a question of the efficiency of the Regular Army alone
that we are now concerned with, but a question of the efficiency
of the National Guard as well. Our Nation must look in time
of war to its citizen soldiery for defense, not to its small
Regular Army. This is thoroughly democratic. It is the
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foundation of democratic institutions. If we wish to have an
efficient National Guard we must not depend upon the imper-
fect instruction they get to-day. It is the greatest need they
have, and since the Dick bill began to start them on the road
to improved efficiency, the one great need now is to find suffi-
cient officers for scientific instruction. How can they know
who have not been taught? How can they know what the
Regular Army does if you leave only the State officers in
charge?

If we do not establish an efficient National Guard and a
calamity overtakes this Nation, the outcome will be a great
standing army, and that great standing army will menace the
institutions we cherish, produce centralization of government,
and ultimately put in danger our liberties. To promote the
permanent efficiency of the National Guard we can not put out
money to better advantage than by getting well-trained officers
who can give the necessary instructions. It is sound democ-
racy; it is sound economy. In the face of a matter of so great
national importance I hope my colleagues on this side will not
misunderstand the question and imagine that it means to
increase the Army. It does not. It means to increase the
efficiency of the Army. It means to increase the efficiency of
the National Guard, and it means really to save in the end in
economy and in the size of the military establishment.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOBSON. Yes. '

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Does the gentleman think that
the way to keep from having a standing Army is to increase
the number of officers? _

Mr. HOBSON. I do; enough officers so that you can have
an efficient National Guard which, when put to the test of war,
will actually give a good accounting of itself. We do not legis-
late here for one year or two years; we are legislating for a
policy, and I hope my colleagues on this side will look to the
question of national defense from the standpoint of a perma-
nent policy. If the National Guard in time of war proves be-
cause of its inefficiency a delusion and a snare for national
defense, when we come out of such a disastrous war we will
proceed to put the Nation on the basis of a great standing

army and incur the expense and danger of militarism. [Ap-
plause.]
Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman

from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS].

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat
doubtful how much of the time of the gentleman from Virginia
I should use, because I am going to vote for 400, if T am
obliged to, as an incerase in the number he proposes. I think
the House should understand one or two things. First, an
increase of officers is necessary, if it can be bad in the proper
way. The Senate passed a bill providing for an increase of
612 officers in the Army.

The House Committee on Military Affairs considered that
bill, reduced the number to 400, the same as the amend-
ment offered by the chairman of the Committee on Military
Affairs, but affixed to that number of 400 two very im-
portant conditions—first, that there should be a restriction of
the service to which these officers can be detailed or detached;
and, secondly, that retired officers should be used, as far as
they possibly can be, to perform the service now done by regu-
lar officers. The last report of the Secretary of War shows that
there are 728 officers detached from their troops and perform-
ing other service, military or civil. I have no doubt at all
that that number can be reduced to 400. It is not reduced

“for the reason that personal claims and political demands and
personal intercessions have taken the extra officers away from
their troops and put them into soft snaps, into places somebody
wants them to go. The difficulty with this whole amendment is
that if we have 400 additional officers without making some re-
strictions as to how they shall be used, it will demoralize the
Army far more than it is now demoralized. It will enlarge the
demand for officers to be away from their troops, and it will
inculeate a sentiment, now altogether too prevalent in many offi-
cers, that almost any excuse is good enough to get away from
troops and secure some detail on detached service.

This additional number will increase the number of soft
snaps; it will increase the chances for pull and emoluments and
socinl honors in the Army and in the department; it will in-
crease the importunities of officers and their friends and create
a sentiment that the good places in the Army are to be had
from favor instead of merit. I do not believe that anything can
inercase the demoralization of the Army more than making an
increase of 400 officers without providing some restrictions in
the service they can perform if taken away from their troops,
and for that reason I think this amendment ought to be voted

down until it can be coupled with a proper condition as to how
these officers shall be used. Now, secondly, the Committee on
Military Affairs adopted a provision that Regular Army officers
shall be used so far as this can properly and profitably be done.
We are paying $3,5600,000 a year to officers on the retired list of
the Regular Army without their performing any service. When
the matter was before the Committee on Military Affairs, Gen.
Wood told the committee that of the 80 officers retired last year
only 14 were retired on account of age—only 14 out of 80.
One of the officers on the retired list is serving in an important
position in the State of New York under a salary of $12,000 a
year. Another officer——

Mr. HULL of Iowa. But he gets no retired pay whatever.

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Gen, Symons?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Doing what?

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. As an engineer of the canal.
There are officers in this city on the retired list getting large
pay and earning much money these days who could give good
service with their troops or in other branches of civil or military
service.

Mr. TAWNEY, Will my colleague permit an interruption?

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, Certainly.

S I\gr. TAWNEY., How many officers are there on the retired
st

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. About 1,000, in round numbers.
I will venture to say that of the 80 officers retired last year
more than a majority of them could have just as good service, if
not better service, in many places than those taken from the line
of the Army. What I wish to bring before the House is this: If
we permit these 400 officers to be added now without these re-
strictions, it will be impossible hereafter to make those restric-
tions. There will be no way to compel this needed legislation.
It all should go together; restrictive service for which these
officers who may be detached and require that the .regular
officers shall be compelled to do service for their country for
which they receive pay, wherever their services can be used
to advantage; and that is the reason the bill as reported from
the committee should be adopted. Naturally, the War Depart-
ment and the Army do not want these restrictions. They wish
to assign these officers wherever they please; they do not wish
to be held by any congressional restrictions. Now it is stated
that these officers will be used for the National Guard, They
will not.

If the House will turn to page 46 of the report of the Secre-
tary of War it will be found that only 185 of these officers can
be used for the National Guard for this next year according to
his report.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I would like to have two min-
utes.

Mr. HAY. I have not the time.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Craic].

Mr, CRAIG. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say something on
this subject from the standpoint of the National Guard. I
served a good many years in the guard, both as a private, as a
noncommissioned and as a commissioned officer, and I know the
absolute necessity of expert instruction for these men, The
country owes it to the boys who enlist in the National Guard to
give them at least competent instructors. So far it has failed
to do it. When I was a captain of a company in the Alabama
Militia T would have given a great deal to have had an Army
officer at the encampments where these boys were; but we
never had one. When I came to Congress I got a requisition
from the governor of Alabama and letters from the entire Ala-
bama delegation in Congress, asking the department to detail
one man to the State of Alabama to instruct the guard; and
Gen. EHlliott informed me, in the presence of the adjutant gen-
eral of Alabama, that he could not give us one single active
officer, because he did not have him to spare,

They sent us, after long pleading, a retired officer; but no re-
tired officer can be as effective as an a ‘ive officer who has a
record to make, who is under discipline himself, and knows how
to require the same of the men under him. We can not force
these retired officers to do anything. They are on the list as
retired men and are not expected to do anything; their records
are made, and there is very little to inspire them to hard work.

Speaking as a national guardsman, I say that the Govern-
ment owes it to the boys who are patriotic enough to give of
their time and labor, and even of their money, to learn how to
fight, to send them at least competent instructors to teach them.
[Applause.]

There should be at least one regular officer detailed for duty
with every brigade of militia. I believe that it would take at
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least 400 officers to make such details and supply those now
needed in the Army itself. I therefore shall vote for the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Towa [Mr. HurL].

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BurkEg].

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, no stronger ar-
gument for the adoption of any measure ever submitted to this
House ean be furnished than the number of human lives need-
lessly sacrificed during the period of preparation for every
military struggle this country has engaged in.

The countless dead who went to their graves because of un-
preparedness and lack of thorough military training is one of
the lamentable chapters of our history.

Our men have never lacked in valor, but they have sorely
lacked the training necessary to properly guard against the
ravages of disease, and they never will until we provide means
by which the great body of courageous young men in the Na-
tional Guard of the various States can be effectively trained in
the best military methods of the day. [Applause.]

If this measure had been enforced before the Spanish War,
most of ¥e lives lost during it would have been saved.

It has been the uniform desire of all the leading military
authorities of the United States for years to harmonize the
glctics and training of the Regular Army and the National

nard.

By the terms of the Dick bill we made a long step in the right
direction. By adopting this amendment we can do much more.

The adjutant generals of the Staftes have been criticized in
this debate for urging this bill. No set of men have a better
right to urge it and none know better than they and the men in
the guard the advantages to the Nation. [Applause.]

If you want to keep down the number of the Regular Army,
this is the surest way to avert its increase. This is the most
certain method available to insure economy and military effi-
ciency in this country.

The National Guard officers and men, who are constantly
making sacrifices of time and talent for the good of the country,
should be aided and appreciated.

By this method a body of nearly 200,000 young Americans
will become thoroughly trained soldiers, prepared for any mili-
tary hardship in any emergency, and it will cost the Govern-
ment of the United States less than $2,000,000 a year.

Surely it deserves the support of those who believe in economy
and the cheapest insurance of our national safety. [Applause.]

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I
now ?

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes.

Mr. HULL of Towa. I hope the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Hay] will use some more of his time, then.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I have nine minutes remaining, I
believe.

The SPEAKER. Nine minutes.

Mr. HAY. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. FrrzGERALD].

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, in this bill it has been
already provided that retirement shall be given to veterinary
surgeons. Another amendment, still undisposed of, provides
rank and retirement for the dental surgeons of the Army, and
the pending amendment proposes to increase the officers by 430
men. On October 15, 1910, including the Philippine Scouts,
there were 4,633 officers in the Army and 82,643 enlisted men,
or, on an average one officer for every 16 men in the Army.
[Applause.]

In addition to that there are 1,015 officers upon the retired
list. When it was proposed at first to make this increase in the
number of officers in the Army the War Department never
dreamed of urging it in order to advance the efficiency of the
National Guard, but when it was ascertained that there was a
well-defined opposition to increasing the officers in the Regular
Army, because unnecessary, it was suggested that it could be
hastened through by getting the backing of the National Guard
behind the proposed legislation. If some of the worthless de-
tails were abolished, or some of the officers were sent out to do
military duty, instead of being assigned around this Capital
and other great cities of the country, wasting their time in social
festivities, there would be no difficulty whatever to obtain all the
trained help needed to organize and train the militia. [Ap-
plause,] It is impossible for anybody to go through the War
Department and ascertain the number of officers detailed here
and detailed at other places which are commonly referred to as
“ goft snaps,” without knowing that we have a number of them
who can be assigned to useful duty. -

It must be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that not only is there
one commissioned officer for every 16 men, but the noncommis-
sioned officers do much of the work of controlling and handling

and training the men in small squads. As a matter of fact, if
we added the noncommissioned officers, who do much of the real
effective work, to commissioned officers, the probabilities are
it would not be possible to find even a single man for some of
these officers to command.

I desire to call the attention of this side of the House to an
important matter. There seems to be a systematic movement
during these closing days of Congress to add largely to the per-
manent services of the Government, which must be paid for by
a Democratic House when it convenes next year. Members
who talk about economy and of cutting down expenditures and
relieving the country from some of the waste and burdens
which have accumulated under the Republican administration
make a mistake when they vote these permanent additions to
the fixed service of the country. I hope the House will vote
down the amendment. [Applause.]

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. PETERS].

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, as one who has served in the
National Guard, the attempt to provide that guard with ade-
quate instruction from competent officers is one that particu-
larly appeals to me. The members of the National Guard are
doing a patriotic service and in every way our Government
should cooperate with them. We have now the spectacle pre-
sented every year of many thousands of our men going from
their occupations and spending a week or two weeks in drilling
and preparing themselves to serve the country. In order that
the drilling, that the military work that they do at so much
sacrifice shall prove effective, they must have experienced and
competent officers to instruct them. The States are unable to
furnish such officers, and therefore it is to the National Gov-
ernment that they appeal. An increase in the number of
officers detailed to the enervating life and social temptations
of Washingion I do not wish to see, but thai men experienced
and skilled may be detailed to our National Guard to help its
efficiency is the object of the provision, and in that object I
concur. It is not to enlarge, but it is to prevent the necessity
of increasing the standing Army that the National Guard calls
on the Government to give it adequate instruction for its men.
[Applause ]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr, Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. TiLson].

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I deprecate any attempt to make
this in any wise a partisan question. It seems to me that it
is distinetly not a partisan question. It makes no difference
whether the Republicans or the Democrats shall control this
Government during the next years to come, the military estab-
lishment must be properly maintained, and the necessary funds
for maintaining it must be forthcoming.

I have served as a member of the National Guard for almost
14 years in different capacities, from that of a private to
the rank of a field officer, and I know something about the
needs and wishes of those men. There is a no more patriotic
and unselfish class of men among our whole citizenship than the
members of the National Guard. Without pay, practically, re-
ceiving pay only on days of parade and encampment, and even
then they give back in the way company dues, so that with-
out pay, and at considerable expense besides, these men give up
their time, usually one or more evenings each week throngh
the year in addition to field days, camps, and maneuvers, try-
ing to fit themselves for the duties of a soldier. -

They are nominally a State force, but they are really a part
of the first line of defense of the United States; and we all
know that with our small regular establishment our main de-
pendence in case of any war to come must be upon the volun-
teer soldier, and that our militia, the National Guard, must be
the very backbone of such a volunteer force.

In order to make the National Guard effective it must be
properly instructed, and the best way yet devised fo accom-
plish this is to give the officers and men the benefit of the
education and training of regular officers. We are informed
by the War Department that these instruetors can not be sup-
plied without an increase in the number of officers. The three
gentlemen from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoop, Mr. HoesoN, and
Mr. Craig], who have discussed this amendment from that side
of the House, have made it so clear that further argument
would seem superfluous. These additional officers are needed
in order to maintain the efficiency of the service and properly
instruct the Organized Militia, and in my judgment it is false
economy to refuse to provide for them. I hope the amendment
of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] reducing the num-
ber will not be agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.
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Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PriNcE].

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of making this in-
crease in the number of officers is to make more efficient the
militia that we have created by virtue of what is known as
the Dick militia law. Awhile ago I talked with a soldier who
served in the Civil War four years, and I asked him if he
thought it would be a wise measure to increase the number of
officers for the Army with a view to having them instruct the
militia. He said, “ Most assuredly it would be. When we were
in the service, if we could get men who had previous military
training we found that we were better able to cope with our
adversaries.” I have been unable to find a soldier of the Civil
War, not connected with the regular establishment, who has
criticlzed in the slightest degree this move to increase the offi-
cers for the purpose of instructing the militia of this country.

Now, my fellow countrymen, if we have a great war we can
not depend upon the Regular Army. We must go to the body
of the people. We must go to the governors of the 46 or 48
States and ask them to give their guota of men. They will
furnish the volunteers—first, the militia ; and if we have officers
to train them, we shall be the better prepared to enter into a
great contest along that line. I do not favor 612. I favor re-
ducing the number by 182,

I am glad to see among the distinguished gentlemen on the
other side of the Chamber a man who will soon be at the head
of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. UxpErwoop], a man
who served with distingtion in the Spanish-American War, who
told you of the condition of the Army sgo far as its necessities
are concerned, which shows there i no polities in it. It is for
the good of the service.

Mr. HULL of Iowa.
now use his time.

Mr. HAY. Mr, Speaker, I want to answer the remarks of the
three gentlemen from Alabama who claim that they are voting
for this proposition, offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Huri], because they want the National Guard instructed. I am
a friend to the guard and have shown it by my votes on this
floor. The amendment which I, offer provides for 200 addi-
tional officers, Those 200 additional officers are ample to in-
struct the National Guard. There are about 120 regiments and
about 40 other independent organizations in the National Guard,
which would make 160 organizations to be instructed, if that is
what the gentleman wants. Two hundred officers would amply
provide the instruction, and that proposition can not be .suc-
cessfully denied.

The gentlemen who are in favor of this proposition have
been very adroit in placing the whole fight upon the idea of
doing something for the National Guard, when, as a matter of
fact, not more than 160 of these officers will be used for that
purpose, and the others will be used as additional officers in
the Army of the United States. There can be no excuse, then,
for voting for this bill for 400 officers on the ground that they
want instruetors for the National Guard. Two hundred officers
will give you all the instruction that you need, and, after a
careful consideration and study of this question, I am satisfied
that the Army of the United States does not need this addi-
tional number of officers. If officers are needed for the instrue-
tion of the National Guard, I have provided in my amendment
every officer needed for that purpose.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy the re-
mainder of my time.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I will yield the balance of my time
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEX].

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, with reference to the state-
ment that retired officers refuse to do the work assigned them,
I want to say that if the House would enact legislation which
our committee has recommended they will do it or get off the
retired list. [Applause.] We propose that officers of proper
age and proper physical capacity shall do something to earn
the money that they receive, and if they decline to do it they
will cease to be pensioners on the people. And, Mr. Speaker,
there are plenty of them who want to work; they are capable,
and a man does not become unfit because he has gone on the
retired list. His experience in the Army would make him
more fit for this sort of work.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Vir-
ginia thinks that 200 officers will amply supply the militia. I
can only answer that by saying that Gen, Wood, Chief of Staff,
in the hearings, and all other authorities, estimate that about
825 would be necessary to supply the militia. I doubt if it
takes that number, because we have stricken out brigades and
divisions, but 200 men will not be enough.

There are at present 725 officers on detail. It is claimed that
many of the details are unnecessary. Possibly that is true.
But the Committee on Military Affairs went over this question

I hope the gentleman from Virginia will

of details very carefully, and one of the ablest members of the
committee made it his special province to examine into it and

reported the total amount saved in his report limiting the de-

tail was less than 100 and the total detail was 725. In order

to do that the different schools of the country were limited to

:(131;1; dletalled officer for each individual State, not one for each
ool.

In my judgment, this measure that we are offering will aid
largely in the efficiency of the Army and undoubtedly con-
tribute materially to the efficiency of the militia.

It will not be a full measure of relief even if 400 are given,
and if T had my way I would make it 530 instead of 430. The
Committee on Military Affairs has passed on this question, and
I shall not undertake to change its estimate of the number. I
want to say, however, to the gentlemen here who have discussed
this question, the great need of this country is not a large
enlisted force of the Army, but it is to supply a force of edu-
cated officers of the Army. We can raise our men, millions of
them, if necessary, but you can not train officers and educate
them in an emergency, on the spur of the moment, and the more
serviceable, educated officers you have the better the country
will be prepared in time of war. The first two weeks, or the
first two months, after the outbreak of hostilities, with incom-
petent officers commanding untrained men, will cost this coun-
try not only millions of money, but the lives and health of many
men. The Government can make no better investment than by
supplying a large number of competent officers.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Yes. :

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Does the gentleman think that
we need more than one officer for 18 enlisted men?

Mr. HULL of Towa. We have not got that; but if we needed
one for every 18, or even a larger number, I say have it.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. We have got one officer for
every 18 enlisted men,

Mr. HULL of Towa. Let me ask the gentleman what part of
the detail he would take away.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey.
this amendment,

Mr. HULL of Towa. Many companies have no commanding
officers, and it is impossible for the officers to do the duty
assigned them without you increase the number of officers. The
country is clamoring for more details and would not consent to
a reduction as it now stands.

[Mr. McLACHLAN of California addressed the House. See
Appendix.]

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the motion and amendments pending.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Iowa. The Clerk will read the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia,

The Clerk read as follows:

Stril i 2 r s o “
exceedkiv?::‘thu ;3:‘121:1 '"nnd insert * two,"” so that it will read *“ shall not

The question was taken; and on a division there were 125
ayes and 90 noes.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Tellers, Mr. Speaker.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr,
Huory of Towa and Mr. Hay.

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there
were 100 ayes and 89 noes.

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from Iowa,

The guestion was taken.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey.
division.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk state
what the motion is.

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Iowa is
to recede from the disagreement to the Senate amendment and
concur in the same with an amendment, as amended by the mo-
tion just adopted, inserting two hundred in place of four hun-
dred.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi.
mentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippl. Is it now in order to
offer in lieu of the motion from the gentleman from Iowa a
motion that the House insist on its disagreement?

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. It
would have been in order to concur absolutely in the Senate
amendment if it had been in time, but the gentleman from Iowa

I would be willing to defeat

Mr. Speaker, I demand a

Mr. Speaker, a parlia-
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moved to recede and concur with an amendment, and that
amendment was amended.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi.
insist further?

Mr. MANN. It will be if this motion is voted down.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Does not that take prece-
dence of the motion of the gentleman from Iowa?

The SPEAKER. It will be in- order if this motion is voted
down. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentle-
man from Iowa, that the House do recede and concur with an
amendment as amended. On that the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. Hucguaes] demands a division.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 134, noes 66.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the
yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the
yeas and nays. As many as favor ordering the yeas and nays
will rise and remain standing until counted. [After counting.]
Thirty-one gentlemen, not a suofficient number; and the yeas
and nays are refused.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana demands the
other side. Those who are opposed to ordering the yeas and
nays will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.]
Those demanding the yeas and nays are 31, those opposed are
165—not a sufficlent number; and the yeas and nays are
refused.

So the motion to recede and concur in the Senate amendment
with an amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 49, page 42, after line 13, insert:

* Hereafter there shall be attached to the Medical Department of
the Army a corps of dental surgeons, which corps shall not exceed in
number the actual requirements nor the proportion of 1 to 1,000
authorized by law for service in the Reﬁulﬂr Army, and all original
appointments to said corps shall be made to the rank of first lien-
tenant. The appointees must be citizens of the United States,
between 22 and 30 years of age, graduates of standard American
dental colleges, of good moral character, and of unguestionable pro-
fessional repute, and shall be required to pass the usual physiecal
examination and a professional examination which shall Include tests
of skill in practical dentistry and of proficiency in the usual subjects
in a standard dental college course: Provided, That dental surgeons
attached to the Medieal Department of the Army at the time of the

assage of this act nmg he eligible to appointment, three of them to
fha rank of captain and the others to the rank of first lientenant, on
the recommendation of the Surgeon General, and subject to the usual
physical and professional examinations herein prescribed: Provided
further, That the professional examination may be walved In the case
of dental surgeons whose efficlency reports and entrance examinations
are satisfactory to the SBurgeon General; and the time served as dental
surgeons under the act of February 2, 1901, shall be reckoned in com-
pu the Increase service pay of such as are appointed under this
act. e pay, allowances, and promotions of dental surgeons shall be
fixed and governed by the laws and regulations applicable to the
Medical Corps; that their right to command shall be limited to the
members of the dental corps; that thelr right to promotion ghall be
limited to the rank of captaln after I?“{ears' service and to the rank
of major after 10 years' service: Provided, That the number of majors
shall not at any time exceed one-eighth nor the number of captains
one-third the whole number In the sald dental corps. The Surgeon
General of the Army is hereby authorized to organize a board of three
examiners to conduct the professionnl examinations herein preseribed,
one of whom shall be a surgeon in the Army, and two of whom shall
be selected by the Burgeon General from the contract dental surzeons
ellgible under the provisions of this act to appointment to the dental
corps. The annulment of contracts made with dental surgeons under
the act of February 2, 1001, shall be so timed and ordered by the
Burgeon General that the whole number of contract and commissioned
deiltal B%u,l;geans rendering service shall not at any time be reduced

ow 80.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
insist on the disagreement to this amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HULL of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
agree to the conference asked for by the Senate on the dis-
agreeing amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

The Chair announced the following conferees on the part
of the House: Mr. Hurr of Iowa, Mr. PRINCE, Mr. SULZER.

CIVIL WAR VOLUNTEER OFFICERS.

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk and
ask to have read in my time an article by Maj. Gen. Daniel E.
Sickles, of the State of New York, relating to a matter of justice
to the soldiers and sailors of the Union. The article speaks for
itself.

The Clerk read as follows:

AN OPEN LETTER TO CONGRESS AND THE PRESIDENT—MAJ. GEN. DANIEL E.
SICKLES, UNITED STATES ARMY, RETIRED, URGES PROMPT ENACTMENT OF
PENDING CIVIL WAR VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ RETIREMENT BILL.

Permit me, with due respect, to address to you at this eritical time,
and from a wtu:nlléi disinterested standpoint, an earnest word in behalf
of the surviving Civil War Volunteer officers.

XLVI—170

Is it not now in order to

No body of men ever served their country more gallantly and unself-
ishly in a erisis of greater extremity or with more splendid and en-
during results. The present generafion is the prosperous beneficia
of that service. There is danger that history may &lso have to reco
that no body of deserving men were ever so completely ignored by the
country they served. From Appomattox to the present date those Vol-
unteer officers for whom 1 here nﬁpenl have received no recognition at
the hands of the preserved Republic. On the contrary, by adverse dls-
crimination they seem to have n singled out for neglect and discredit.
The oplportunlty now offers to remedy a great wrong.. At this time our
generdl pension legislation is apparently being revised, emlarged, and
possibly given its final form. he moment is therefore ogportune for
correcting the glaring defect to which I now more specifically invite
your attention.

AGE PENSIONS AND THE STEAM ROLLEE.

As you are aware, our present age-pension laws disregard the former
rank and length of service of the beneficiaries and make a 90-day en-
listment and an honorable discharge the only requirements for full and
%?uai participation in pension benefits. Under that system surviving

olunteer cers who served at the front throughout the Civil War,
commanding companies, batteries, regiments, brigades, and divisions, are
reduced to the ranks and accorded the same recognition and benefits as
those who were enrolled as privates for three months and were never
required to leave their native State.

t is submitted that this anomaly ought to be eliminated from our
legislation, and ellminated now during the present sesslon of Congress,
while some former officers yet survive to benefit by the correction. The
request for this action is broadly based on the obvious merits of the
case, the nature, results, and value of the service rendered, but addi-
tional specific reasons supporting it are unanswerable. The central
proposition is this: (1) That in providing fit recognition of the service
rendered by these Civil War Volunteer officers that recognition ought to
have re:inrd to their former rank, responsibility, and service. (2) That
to reject this ¥rlnc£ple in the Tresent case is an unfair discrimination
which ignores the evident equities of the subject, violates all important
precedents in our Nation's history, disregar the otherwlse universal
rule of graded retired pay, both military and civil, repudiates the Gov-
ernment’s honorable obligation to enforee equality of treatment in
awarding to Regular and Volunteer officers recognition for identical
Civil War service, and thus places upon the Civil War Volunteer officers
an intolerable stigma of demerit,

PRECEDENTS FOR FENBIONS ACCORDING TO RANK.

When the Continental Congress in 1780 promised to the officers of the
continental line (the limited number of “ reguiar' troops in the Revo-
lutionary Army) retired half pay during life, that benefit, at Washing-
ton’s request, was graded- and adjusted according to previous rank,
resg‘)nns!b!l!t , and duties.

When in 1832, more than 40 years after the war, Congress, as a free-
will offering of patriotic appreciation, and not in fulfillment of any
previous pledge, voted full retired pay during life to all the survivin,

veterans of the Army of the Revolution not previously provided for, al

of whom were citizen soldiers, again that retired pay, with one maxi-
mum limitation, was graded according to previous rank, responsibility,
and service, both among officers and enlisted men. us was the
American precedent and practice of adjusting to previous rank the
recognition and benefits for notable and sanguinary military service es-
tablished and doubly confirmed by the founders of the Republic. The
pensions granted to disabled veterans of the Mexlcan War were like-
wise graded according to the rank of both officers and enlisted men.

When, following the Civil War, Congress established the present
retired-list system for the Regular Army and Navy the retired pay was,
as It still is, graded according to previous rank, responsibility, an
gervice. The colonel receives more than the cr?i?tm' the sergeant more
than the corporal and private, and each according to length of service.
An{y proposal to substitute in the Army and Navy a scheme of level or
uniform benefits would scarcely be treated seriously.

GRADED CIVIL AND INDUSTRIAL RETIRED PAY,

Without known exception, in all systems of age pensions or retired

y for civil and industrial officials and employees established by
iational, Btate, and municipal governments, and by railway, commer-
cial, and mnnnfncturlmi corporations the same rule of graduating bene-
fits according to previous rank, mgonslbiiity. and service prevails.
From 1780 to 1911 no one, unless it be an occasional Soclalist, has
ever suggested that such gradation of recognition as is outlined above
constitutes an unfair discrimination in favor of those who receive
somewhat more and agalnst those who receive somewhat less. The sys-
tem f{s universal and time-honored, because it is just and because it
furnishes In all pursults an invaluable incentive to honorable ambition
and good work. It is a public asset and not a lability.

In the face of this approved and uniform rule and ecustom, thus
applied in all our public and private, military and clvil affairs, it is
unthinkable that these veteran Volunteer officers should be set apart
and ostrac! 'as being alone unworthy of sharing the benefits of an
otherwise universal system. u

HUMILIATING DISCRIMINATIONS AGAINST VOLUNTEER OFFICERS.

But this long line of humiliating discrimination does not end here,
Note Its culmination. At the beginning of the Civil War, when, for
the first time on a gigantic.scale, the Nation was aired to solve the
problem of employing side by side in a long and bl Iv) conflict Regular
and Volunteer troops of equal valor and efficlency, President Lincoln
and the Thirty-seventh Congress pledged equam{‘ of treatment and re-
ward as between the two lines of service. On the faith of this pled
the Union Army was enrolled, and these officers accepted their task.
But in the absence of such a formal promise failure to enforce that
equality of treatment and reward between the Nation's common de-
fenders would have been both Indefensible and suicidal. That assur-
ance of fair play, whether express or implied, was the bond which held
in fraternal comradeship and effective service the 857,000 Volunteers
and 31,000 Regulars who formed the Union Army and Navy. This
rule of the square deal, the Retgubllc's word of honor, was observed to-
ward all durlng the years of the war. Bince the war it has been ful-
filled regarding enlisted men and uniformly violated in the case of the
Union Volunteer officers. At this time repeated acts of Congress grant
to all Regular officers at the retiring of 64 one grade advance of
retired rank and pay in sole consideration for having served for one
day or more in any military capacity durlni the Civil War. This bene-
fit extends to those who were cadets at West Point and Annapolis up to
the eve of Lee's surrender. Nearly 900 of the Regular officers of the
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps have been thus exceptionally promoted
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and rewarded. This is neither a local nor a passing question. It

affects the whole Republie for all time.
SPECIAL REWARDS TO REGULAR OFFICERS.

The value of this special recognition In its added honor and prestige
can net be-measured in money, but its pecunlary value is shown by the
pay tables of the Army and Navy. To a colonel of the Regular Army
of any Civil War service It means an addition of $1,500 to yearly re-
tired pay. Regular officers of the lower grades receive a correspondin
increase. This speclal benefit is not In any sense or degree a rewar
:g';: :Ié,e employment in the Army ; otherwise it would accrue egually to

r o
ernl siatutes confirms this,

NEGLECT, OBLIVION, AXD A $15 PENSION.

In contrast with this generous Civil War bounty to Regular officers,
against which Volunteer officers have made no complaint, eonsider the
© fact that no corresponding or approximate recognition or provision is
made for Clvil War Volunteer officers, even those of the most
perilons, and distinguished service. Instead of the promised equality
of treatment, a colonel of Volunteers who served in the field from Bulil
Ruon to Appomattox, and has reached threescore and ten, Is awarded
the threefold recompense of neglect, oblivion, and a private soldier's
pension of $15 a menth. No possible comment could add foree to this
simple statement of fact.

THE VOLUNTEZR OFFICERS’ RETIREMENT BILL.

The remedy for this wrong is at hand. I do not need to remind you
that there is now pending in both Houses of Congress what is known
as the Warner-Towesend Clvil War Volunteer efficers’ retired list bill.
It has been glven a unanimously favorable report by the House Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and by the proper subecmmittee of the Sen-
ate Committee on Military Affalrs. It ean be enacted into law at the
present session if Congress so determines. The nominal retired pay
provided in that bill. as mcst recently amended, applies only to officers
at least 70 years of age and of veteran service, two years beingz re-
quired for full Benefits; it is graded as far as practicable aecording to
previous rank. with a maximum retired pay of 3000 per annum and a
minimum of 2450, The average is copnsiderably leas than the benefit
realized by the Regular officers from their special Civil War increase
of retired pay noted herein. Its cost to the Government iz less than
$£5,000,000 above present pensions and less than $3.000,000 above the

nsions contemplated in the so-called Sulloway bill. Of the 15,000

neficlaries about half are from 70 to 75 years of aze and the remain-
der from 75 upward, an average of several yeors above the average age
of enlisted men.

UXGROUNDED OPPOSITION BIMOVED.

The Legislatures of New York, Ohio, Tlimois, Indiana, Maine, Michi-
gan, Kansas, Wyoming, Utah, and Colorado have unanimously approved
and requested the enaetment of this legislation. It has not been op-
posed by any except the few who have mistakenly assumed that its
enactment m{:ht dolser additional pensions for cnlisted men. This mis-
conception is now being removed Ly the general pension legzisiation at
this time passing through Cengress. The concurrent present enact-
ment of a suitable pension act and of the Volunteer officers’ retired list
hill would fitly ronnd ont the system of beneficial legislation for Civil
War veterans and be satisfactory to sll reasonable persons,

VITAL IMPORTANCE OF GOOR FAITH.

Our Nation maintains a small permanent Army, and relies upon the
severnl States to furnish on eall, for great emerzencles, volunteers to
constitute the bulk of its fizhting foree—In the Civil War 96 per cent.
The vital importance of keeping faith with sneh Volunteers and with
the States which contribute them is well set forth by the House Com-
mittee on Military Affairs In their report upon the pending Volunteer
officers’ retired list bill when they say:

“ The present measure iz in part designed to remedy this unfair and
indefensible discrimination between Rlegular and Voelunteer officers. It
is believed that the defensive power and prestige of the Nation, as rep-
resented by Its ability to rafsc great armies hereafter and by the self-

ct, military spirit, ambiticn, incentive, and eflicleney of Its citizen
soldiery when called into the Federal service in futnre wars, Is to a

large extent involved in the present exercise of fair dealing as between

our Regulars and Volunteers, and hence in the giving of a rizhtful an-
swer tguthe pending reasonable req,uest of these surviving Civil War
Yolunteer officers for simple legislative justice.”

In conclusion, allow me to say that the record of service made by the
Volunteers in the Civil War has no parallel in any other war, modern
or anclent. A nation that fails to Just to its defenders in battle
does not deserve to have defenders, and may not have defenders im its

next war.
Very respectfully, D. E. BICKLES.

Major General, United Statea Army, Retired.
New York CitY, February 1j, 1911

T certify that the foregoing Is a correct copy of the original.
. B. KETTLETON,
Late Brevet Brigadier-General, United States

LEAVE OF AESENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
Kxapr for one day, on account of sickness.
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consenf, leave was granted to Mr. SmackLE-
rorp to withdraw from the files of the House, leaving copies
in lieu thereof, the papers in the ease of Isabel Richter, Sixty-
first Congress, an adverse report having been made thereon.

LEAVE TO PRINT.

By unanimous consent, leave to print on the agricultural
appropriation bill was granted to Mr. Rucker of Colorado for
five legislative days.

INDIAN AFPPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I submit a
conference report on the bill (H. R. 28406) making appropria-
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Burean
of Indian Affairs, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1912, for printing under the rules,

Toluntcers.

cers having no Civil War record. The language of the sev- |

rolonged, |

- The conference report (No. 2180) and statement are as fol-
oOWwWSs:

CONFERENCE EEPORT.

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (FH. R.
28406) making appropriations for the current and contingent
expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs for fulfilling treaty
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, having met, after full
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom-
mend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 12,
15, 18, 31, 335, 37, 30, 41, 43, 40, 51, 53, 54, 58, 62, 63, 64, T8, S4.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 8, 10, 13, 14, 21, 22, 24, 27,
32, 53, 34, 36, 38, 40, 42, 44, 52, 09, 60, 65, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72,
75, 80, 85, 86, 87, 89, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert “three lhundred and fourteen thousand
three hundred ”; and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 4 : That the Houge recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all of the proposed amendment and in lieu thereof insert “ and
twenty-five " ; and the Senate agree to the same. :

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of

| the sum proposed insert “seventy-five ”; and the Senate agree

to the same.

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all the proposed amendment and insert in lien thereof the
following :

“For construction, lease, purchase, repairs, and Improve-
ments of school and agency buildings, and for sewerage, water
supply, and lighting plants, and for purchase of school sites,
$425,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall
report annually to Congress the amount expended at each
school and agency for the purposes herein authorized: Pro-
vided further, That on the first Menday in December, 1911,
the Becretary of the Interior shall transmit to Congress a
report in respect to all school and agency properties entitled
to share in appropriations, general or specific, made in this
aet, and such report shall show specifically the cost investment
in such properties as of July 1, 1911, including appropriations
made available by this act (1) for the purchase, construction,
or lease of buildings, including water supply, sewerage, and
heating and lighting plants: the purchase or lease of lands;
the purehase or construction of irrigation systems for the irri-
gation of such school or agency lands; and for the equipment
of alt such plants for the promotion of industrial edueation,
imeluding agricultural implements, live stock, and the eqguip-
ment for shops, laundries, and domestic science; (2) the phys-
feal condition of such plants and their equipment; (3) an esti-
mate of expenditures necessary for (a) new buildings, (b)
improvements, equipment, and repairs necessary for the up-
keep of such plants, and (4) a statement of the quantity and
market value of the products derived from the operation of
sueh plants for the fiscal year 1911 and the disposition of the
same. The Secretary of the Interior shall accompany such
report with a recommendation supported by a statement of his
reasons therefor as to the necessity or advisability of continu-
ing or discontinuing each such school or agency plant.”™

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 9: That the Fouse recede from its disg-

| agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and

agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 of
the proposed amendment strike ount the word *“ shall” and in-
sert the word “may "; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 11 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Sendte numbered 11, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all of the proposed amendment, and on page 6 of the bill, after
line 10, insert a new paragraph as follows:

“For general expenses for telegraphing and telephoning in
the Indian Service, $§14,000: Provided, That the amount appro-
priated in the Indian appropriation act approved April 4, 1910,
for telegraphing and telephoning in connection with the pur-
chase of goods and supplies for the Indian Serviee, is hereby
made available to cover all general expenses for telegraphing
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and telephoning in the Indian Service that have been or may be
incurred during the fiscal year 1811.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line
10 of the proposed amendment, after the word * States,” strike
out the balance of the amendment and insert in lieu thereof the
following :

“On or before June 30, 1918, and all repayments to this fund
made on or before June 80, 1917, are hereby appropriated for
the same purpose as the original fund, and the entire fund,
including such repayments, shall remain available until June
30, 1917, and all repayments to the fund hereby created which
shall be made subsequent to June 30, 1917, shall be covered
into the Treasury and shall not be withdrawn or applied except
in consequence of a subsequent appropriation made by law:
Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior shall sub-
mit to Congress annually on the first Monday in December a
detailed report of the use of this fund: And provided further,
That the Secretary of the Interior shall close the account known
as the civilization fund created by article 1 of the treaty with
the Osage Indians, dated September 29, 1865 (14 Stat. L., p.
687), and cause the balance of any unexpended moneys in that
fund to be covered into the Treasury, and thereafter it shall
not be withdrawn or applied except in consequence of a sub-
sequent appropriation by law; and that section 11 of the Indian
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1808, approved June T,
1897 (30 Stat. L., p. 93), is hereby repealed.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its
dieagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After
the word “bridges,” at the end of the proposed amendment,
change the period to a comma and insert: “and that the limit
of cost herein fixed in no event shall be exceeded ”; and-the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike
out all of the proposed amendment and in lieu thereof insert
the following:

“The first proviso in section 25 of the Indian appropriation
act approved April 21, 1904 (33 Stat., p. 224), is hereby amended
so that the first sentence in said proviso shall read as follows:
¢ Provided, That there shall be reserved for and allotted to each
of the Indians belonging on the said reservations 10 acres of
the irrigable lands’; and there is hereby appropriated the sum
of $18,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to defray
the cost of the irrigation of the increased allotments, for the
fiscal year 1912: Provided, That the entire cost of irrigation of
the allotted lands shall be reimbursed to the United States from
any funds received from the sale of the surplus lands of the
reservations or from any other funds that may become available
for such purpose: Provided further, That in the event any
allottee shall receive a patent in fee to an allotment of land
irrigated under this project before the United States shall have
been wholly reimbursed as herein provided, then the propor-
tionate cost of the project to be apportioned equitably by the
Secretary of the Interior shall become a first lien on such
allotment, and the fact of such lien shall be recited on the face
of each patent in fee issued and the amount of the lien set
forth thereon, which eaid lien, however, shall not be enforced
so long as the original allottee, or his heirs, shall actually
occupy the allotment as a homestead, and the receipt of the
Secretary of the Interior or of the officer, agent, or employee
duly authorized by him for that purpose for the payment of the
amount assessed against any allotment as herein provided shall,
when duly recorded by the recorder of deeds in the county
wherein the land is located, operate as a satisfaction of such
lien.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike
out the first two words of the proposed amendment and insert
the word “The.”

In line 24 of the proposed amendment, after the word * quar-
ries,” strike out the words * under the provisions of section 3
of the act of February 28, 1891, Twenty-sixth United States
Statutes at Large, page 795."”

In line 80, before the word “ proceeds,” insert the word * net.”

Strike out the last two lines of the proposed amendment and
insert:

“That so much of the act of February 23, 1889, entitled ‘An
act to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the Sho-
shones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi
Reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes,’
and the provision in section 7 of the Indian appropriation act
approved April 4, 1910, as conflict with the provisions herein
are hereby repealed.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike
out all the proposed amendment and in lieu thereof insert:

“There is hereby appropriated the sum of $5,000, or so much
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available, for
the purpose of defraying the costs and expenses, including the
compensation of counsel, in the proceedings authorized to be
brought in the Court of Claims by provisions in section 22 of
the Indian appropriation act for the fiscal year 1911, approved
April 4, 1910, between the United States and the Yankton
Tribe of Indians of South Dakota, to determine the interest,
title, ownership, and right of possession of said tribe of Indians
in and to certain lands and premises therein described.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 25 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all of the proposed amendment and insert in lien thereof the
following :

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to with-
draw from the Treasury of the United States the sum of
$2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary of the prin-
cipal sum on deposit to the credit of the Chippewa Indians in
the State of Minnesota, arising under section 7 of the act of
January 14, 1889, entitled ‘An act for the relief and eivilization
of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota,’ to pay
the actual and necessary expenses of the members of the White
Earth Band of Indians sent by a council of said Indians held
December 10, 1910, to represent said band in Washington dur-
ing the third session of the Sixty-first Congress, which expense
shall be itemized and verified under oath by Chief Wain-che-
mah-dub, of said delegation.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 26 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all of the proposed amendment and in lieu thereof insert the
following :

“Provided, That the portion of the cost of this project paid
from public funds shall be repaid into the Treasury of the
United States as and when funds may be available therefor:
Provided further, That in the event any allottee shall receive
a patent in fee to an allotment of land irrigated under this
project, before the United States shall have been wholly reim-
bursed as herein provided, then the proportionate cost of the
project to be apportioned equitably by the Secretary of the In-
terior shall become a first lien on such allotment, and the fact
of such lien shall be recited on the face of each patent in fee
issued and the amount of the lien set forth thereon, which said
lien, however, shall not be enforced so long as the original
allottee or his heirs shall actually occupy the allotment as a
homestead, and the receipt of the Secretary of the Interior,
or of the officer, agent, or employee duly authorized by him
for that purpose, for the payment of the amount assessed
against any allotment as herein provided shall, when duly
recorded by the recorder of deeds in the county wherein the
land is located, operate as a satisfaction of such lien.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all of the proposed amendment and insert in lieu thereof the
following :

“In the issuance of patents for all tracts of land bordering
upon Flathead Lake, Mont., it shall be incorporated in the pat-
ent that ‘this conveyance is subject to an easement of 100
linear feet back from a contour of elevation 9 feet above the
high-water mark of the year 1909 of Flathead Lake, to remain
in the Government for purposes connected with the development
of water power.'"”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line
3 of the proposed amendment, after the word “available,”
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strike out the words “for superintendent’s cottage, $5,500";
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert “ ninety-five thousand one hundred”;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the sum proposed insert “ In all, $82,000 " ; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 4G: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the
word “dollars” in line 4 strike out the balance of the pro-
posed amendment and insert * additions to dormitories, $30,000;
in all, $50,200 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 47 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and
agree to the same with an ameadment as follows: Strike out all
of the proposed amendment and insert in Heu thercof the fol-
lowing: “ For tke purchase of wate:r sud irrigation for the grow-
ing of trees, shrubs, and garden trock, $2.500 7 ; and the Senate
agreed to the same,

Amendment numbered 50: That the Ifouse recede from its dis-
agreament to the amendment of the Senate nnmbered 50, and

agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all
of the proposedl amendment and in liem thereof insert the fol-
lowing :

“That the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, is au-
thorized to sell, vpon such terms and vnder such ruales and regu-
lations as he may prescribe, the unused, wnalloited and unre-
served lands of the United States in the Kiown, Comanche and
Apache Reservations,”

And the SBenate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 55 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of
the proposed amendment, strike out the words “ by the Govern-
ment of the United States may be made with the approval of ™
and insert in lien thereof the words “ may be made by.”

At the end of the propoesed amendment, strike out the words
“ of ihe United States.”

And the Sennte ngree to the same.

Awendment numbered 56 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all
of the proposed amendment and in lien thereof insert the fol-
Jowing:

“The net receipts from the sales of surplus and unallotted
Iands and other tribal property belonging to any of the Five
Civilized Trites, after deducting the necessary expense of ad-
vertising ard sale, niay be deposite? in national or State banks
in the State of Oklabona in the discretion of the Secretary of
the Interior, such depositories to be designated by him under
such rules and rezulations governing the rate of interest thereon,
the time of deposit and withdrawal thereof, and the security
therefor, as he may prescribe, The interest aceruing on such
funds may be used to defray the expense of the per capita pay-
ments of such funds.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 57 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Seaate numbered 57, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all
of the proposed amendment and in lieu thereof insert the fol-
lowing:

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized and directed to remit the claim of the United States
agninst J. Binir Schoenfelt, late United States Indian agent,
Union Agency, Okla., and the Secretary of the Treasury is fur-
ther authorized and dirceted fo pay to J. Blair Schoenfelt the
sum of $3,578.63, being the amount he has paid to the United
States, and the Secretary of the Treasury is further authorized
and directed te place to the credit of the proper Indian funds
the sum of §3,702.74."

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 61 ; That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and
agre2 to the same with an anmendment, as follows: Strike out
all of the proposed amendment and insert in lien thercof the
following:

“ For continuing the construction of the Modoc Point irriga-
tion project, including drainage and canal systems, within the

Klamath Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon, in accord-
ance with the plans and specifications submitted by the chief
engineer in the Indian Service and approved by the Commis-
sloner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior in
conformity with a provision in section 1 of the Indian appro-
priation act for the fiscal year 1911, $50,000: Provided, That
the total cost of this project shall not exceed $155,000, including
the sum of $35,141.59 expended on this project to June 30, 1910,
and that the entire cost of the project shall be repaid into the
Treasury of the United States from the proceads from the sale
of timber or lands on the Klamath Indian Reservation.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 66 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out all
?‘f tihe proposed amendment and insert in lien thereof the fol-

wing :

“ For support and education of Indian pupils at the Indian
school at Pierre, 8. Dak., and for general repairs and improve-
ments, to be immediately avaiiable, $6,000.”

And the Senate sgree to the same.

Amendment numbered 73 : That the ITouse recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered T3, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out
:Iﬂl libe proposed amendment and insert in lien thereof the fol-
owing :

* For the relief of distress among the Indians of Skull Yalley
and Deep Creek, and other detached Indians in Utah., and
for nurposes of their civilization, $10,000, or so much thereof as
may be necessary, to be immediately available, and the Secre-
tary of the Interior shall report to Congress, at its next session,
the condition of the Indians herein appropriated for and the
manner in which this appropriation shall have been expended.”

And the Senate agree fo the same.

Amendment numbered 74: That the House precede from its
disngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered T4, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of
the proposed amendment, after the word “of,” strike out the
words “lateral distributing systems and the maintenance of
existing "; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 77,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
all of the proposed amendment and in lieu thereof insert:

“To enable the Recretary of the Interior to construet a bridgze
across the Duchesne River at or near Theodore, Utah, $15,000,
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be reimbursed to the
United States out of the proceeds of the sale of lands within
the ceded Uintah Indian Reservation open to eniry under the
act of May 27, 1002, including the sales of lots within the said
town site of Theodore.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 79,
and agree to the same with an amendiment as follows: At the
end of the proposed amendment add the following: “to be
reimbursable from the ‘Poyallup 4 per cent school fund’”:
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 81,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike
out all of the proposed amendment and in leu thereof insert
the following:

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to in-
vestigate and to report to Congress at its next session the neces-
sity or advisability of constructing wagon roads on the Yakima
Indian Reservation, the -cost thercof to be reimbursed out of
the proceeds of the sale of surplus lands of such reservation.
If he shall 1ind the construction of such roads to be necessary
or advisable, he shall submit specific recommendations in re-
spect to the kind of roads to be constructed, their location
and extent, together with an estimate of cost for the same.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 83,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line ¢
of the proposed amendment, after the word *ihereof,” insert:
“not to exceed $35,000"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 88: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, and
agree to the same with an amendment ns follows: In line 4 of
the proposed amendment, after the word * timber,” insert
6 noW-?!

In line 29, after the word “feet,” strike out the words “in
any one year.” -
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At the end of the amendment insert a new paragraph as fol-
lows:

“The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is hereby directed to
reopen negotiations with the Onelda Indians of Wisconsin for
the commutation of their perpetual annuities under treaty
stipulations and report the same to Congress on the first Mon-
day in December, 1911." g

And the Senate agree to the same,

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 48, 76, and 82
the committee of conference has been unable to agree.

Cnas, H, BURKE,

P. P. CAMPBELYL,

Jxo. H. STEPHENS,
Managers on the part of the House.

Moses E. Crarp,

P. J. McCUMBER,

Wi J. STONE,
Managers on the part of the Senatc.

BTATEMENT.

The Senate conferees have receded on the following amend-
ments: Nos. T, 12, 15, 18, 31, 35, 37, 39, 41, 43, 49, 51, 53, 54, 58, 62,
G3, 64, TS, and s4.

The House conferees have receded unqualifiedly on the fol-
lowing nmendments: Nos. 1, 3, 8, 10, 13, 14, 21, 22, 24, 27, 32,
33, 34, 3G, 38, 40, 42, 44, 52, 59, 60, 65, 67, 68, 6O, 70, 71, V2, 75,
80, 85, 8G, 87, and 89.

On amendments Nos. 48, 76, and S2 the conferees have been
unable to agree.

The effect of the recession of the House couferees on the
amendments on which they have unqualifiedly receded is as
follows:

No. 1 authorizes the purchase of * ditches” along with water
rights, lands, etc., necessary for irrigation projects on Indian
reservations,

No. 3 gives the Secretary of the Iaterior authority to use the
appropriation for general irrigntion purposes to make investi-
gations and surveys for power and reservoir sites on Indian
reservations in accordance with the provisions of section 13 of
the act of June 25, 1910, which is as follows:

“That the Secrefary of the Interior be, and he is herehby,
authorized, in his discretion, {o reserve from location, entry,
sale, allotment, or other appropriation any lands within any
Indian reservation, valuable for power or reservoir sites, or
which may be necessary for use in connection with any irriga-
tion project heretofore or hereafter to be aunthorized by Con-
gress: Provided, That if no irrigation project shall be author-
ized prior to the opening of any Iudian reservation containing
such power or reservoir sites the Secretary of the Interior may,
in his discretion, reserve such sites pending future legislation
by Congress for their disposition, and he shall report to Con-
gress all reservations made in confermity with this act.”

No. 8 limits the expenditure for transportation, etc., of native
pupils from Alaska to persons under 21 years of age.

No. 10 eliminates the expense of felegraphing and telephoning
as a charge upon the appropriation for the purchase of goods
and supplies for the Indian Service,

No. 13 is considered in connection with amendimment No. 6, on
which the House recedes with an amendment.

No. 14 raises the limit of compensation from $20 to $30 per
month for privates in the Indian police force.

No. 21 provides for the maintenance of the Indian school at
Pipestone, Minn,, by making an appropriation of the same
amount as that made for the fiscal year 1911. In the bill as it
passed the House this school was not provided for, nor was
it included in the departmental estimates.

No. 22 makes the usual annual appropriation out of tribal
funds of £1,000 to be used for the annual celebration held by
the White Earth Band of Chippewa Indians.

No. 24 is to correct an error in the appropriation bill of last
year in respect to the location at which the bridge authorized
in the last appropriation act was to be built.

No. 27 increases the appropriation for the Flathead irrigation
project in Montana from $300,000 to $400,000. This fund is
reimbursable and the additional amount can be used economi-
cally during the next fiscal year, although it exceeds the de-
partmental estimates by that amount.

Nos. 32 and 33 appropriate $25,000 for a new dormitory for
boys at the Indian school at Albuquerque, N. Mex. : not included
in estimates but said to be necessary.

No. 34 increases the appropriation for fulfilling treaties with
Six Nations of New York by $1,000 made necessary by amend-
ment No. 88,

Nos. 36 to 45, inclusive, all relate to the appropriation for the
Fort Totten Indian School in North Dakota. Had the Senate
amendments from 36 to 45, inclusive, been in the usual form the
House would have receded on amendment No. 36 with an
amendment providing for the increase in the number of pupils
to be educated at this school from 325 to 400, and making an
increase in the appropriation of $12.525. This is the effect of
the agreement of the conferces on these several amendments.

No. 52 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to designate
an employee to sign, in his name, tribal deeds in the Five Civil-
ized Tribes. This is substantially the provision sought to be
enacted into law by H. IR, 28217.

Nes. 59 and 60 provide an appropriation of $15,000 for the
extension of the Indian school building at Salem, Oregz.; not in-
cluded in departmental estimates, but said to be necessary.

Ne. 65 is to correct an error in the total amount appropriated
for the Pierre Indian School, South Dakota.

Nes. 67, 68, and GO provide for an increase in the number of
pupils to be educated at the Rapid City Indian School, South
Dakota, from 250 to 200, and an increase of the appropriation
therefor by $8,550, of which £2,000 is made immediately avail-
able.

Nos. 70 and 71 are legislative propositions relating to the
Pine Ridge and Rosebud Indian Reservations in South Dakota,
enlarging the aren within which the State is given authority to
select lands in lieu of school lands allotted to Indians. This is
made necessary by reason of the fact that there are no lands
of value from which the State can make selections under the
acts of which these provisions are amendatory. The amendment
of the sections is indicated in the following paragraphs by in-
serting the words in italics and eliminating the words inclosed
within brackets.

*8ec. 8, That sections 16 and 36 of the land in each town-
ship within the tract described in section 1 of this act shall
not be subject to entry, but shall be reserved for the use of
the common schiools and paid for by the United States at $2.50
per acre, and the same are hereby granted to the State of
South Dakota for such purpose, and in case any of said
sections, or parts thereof, are lost to said State by reason of
allotments thereof "to any Indian or Indians, or otherwise, the
governor of said State, with the approval of the Secretary of
the Interior, is hereby authorized, within the area described in
section 1 of this act or within the said Pine Ridge [or Rosebud]
Indian Reservation, to locate other lands not otherwise appro-
priated, not erceeding iwo sections in any one township, which
shall be paid for by the United States as herein provided, in
quantity equal to the loss, and such selections shall be made
prior to the opening of such lands to settlement.”

[Provided, That in any event not more than two sections
shall be granted to the State in any one township, and lands
must be selected in lien of sections 16 or 36, or both, or any
part thereof, within the townships in which the loss occurs,
except in any townships where there may not be two sections of
unallotted lands, in which event whatever is required to make
two sections may be selected in any adjoining township.]

No. 72 extends the time within which the commission ap-
pointed to inspect, classify, and appraise unallotted lands in
the counties of Mellette and Washabaugh in the Rosebud In-
dian Reservation in the State of South Dakota shall perform
their work to June 1, 1911. The act under which the commis-
sion is operating limits the activities of the commission to a
period of six months from the date of organization. It is found
to be necessary to make the extension in order that the com-
mission may properly complete its work.

No. 75 grants the State of Utah an isolated school property
on the former Unitah Indian Reservation of nominal value on
condition that the school shall be maintained by the State of
Utah as an institution to which Indian pupils shall at all times
be admitted free of charge for tuition and on terms of eguality
with white pupils. .

No. 80 provides for the reimbursement of appropriations
made from public funds for the irrigation project on the
Yakima Indian Reservation in the State of Washington. The
provision is to eliminate possible ambiguity in the language of
the last appropriation act relating to the same subject.

No. 85 provides for the maintenance of the Hayward School
in Wisconsin by making an appropriation of the same amount
as that made for the fiscal year 1911. In the bill as it passed
the House this school was not provided for, nor was it included
in the departmental estimates.

Nos. 86 and 87 provide for installing a heating plant and
ventilating system at the Indian School at Tomah, Wis., at an
expense of $3,500. This was not estimated for by the depart-
ment, although admitted to be necessary.
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No. 89 is the same provision incorporated as section 28 in the
bill as it was reported to the House, but which went out on a
point of order. Your conferees believe that this is wholesome
and necessary legislation, which is appropriately, if not tech-
nically, within the legitimate scope of the present bill.

The House conferees receded on the following amendments
with modifying amendments or substitutes: Nos. 2, 4, 5, 6, 9, 11,
16, 17, 19, 20, 28, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 45, 46, 47, b0, 55, 56, 57, 61,
66, 73, 74, 77, 79, 81, 83, and 88. )

Nos. 2 and 4 provide for an increase in the appropriation for
irrigation of Indian reservations from $300,000 to $325,000, an
increase of $25,000. :

No. 5 increases the appropriation for the suppression of the
traffic in intoxicating liquors among Indlans from $70,000 to
$75,000.

No. 6 consolidates the appropriations for the construction,
lease, purchase, and repair of school buildings and for buildings
and repairs at agencies. The Senate amendment has been modi-
filed by adding thereto the following:

“Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall report an-

nually to Congress the amount expended at each school and
agency for the purposes herein authorized: Provided further,
That on the first Monday in December, 1911, the Secretary of
the Interior shall transmit to Congress a report in respect to all
school and agency properties entitled to share in appropriations,
general or specific, made in this act, and such report shall show
specifically the cost investment in such properties as of July 1,
1911, including appropriations made available by this act, (1)
for the purchase, construction, or lease of buildings, including
water supply, sewerage, and heating and lighting plants; the
purchase or lease of lands; the purchase or eonstruction of irri-
gation systems for the irrigation of such school or agency lands;
and for the equipment of all such plants for the promotion of
industrial edueation, including agricultural implements, live
stock, and the equnipment for shops, laundries, and domestic
science; (2) the physical condition of such plants and their
equipment; (3) an estimate of expenditures necessary for (a)
new buildings, (b) improvements, equipment, and repairs nec-
essary for the upkeep of such plants; and (4) a statement of
the quantity and market value of the products derived from the
operation of such plants for the fiscal year 1911 and the dispo-
gition of the same. The Secretary of the Interior shall accom-
pany such report with a recommendation supported by a state-
ment of his reasons therefor as to the necessity or advisability
of continning or discontinuing each such school or agency plant.”

These provisions are designed, first, to furnish Congress with
detailed information with respect to expenditures from this
large fund; secondly, to elicit authentie information regarding
the investment in, the necessity of, and the revenues derived
from Indian school properties, for which the Government is
making large appropriations. In order that Congress may act
intelligently in providing appropriations for these purposes, this
information is indispensable. 1

No. 9 is the same provision that was in the act last year,
with a modification of the word “shall” to “may,” and is as
follows: :

“All moneys appropriated herein for school purposes among
Indians may be expended without restriction as to per capita
expenditure for the annual support and education of-any one
pupil in any school.”

No. 11 provides a new paragraph in the bill segregating the
item of telegraphing and telephoning from the purchase of
goods and supplies and making an independent item of it, to-
gether with an appropriation of $14,000.

No. 16 creates a revolving fund of £30,000 for the purpose of
encouraging industry among Indians. The fund may be used
for the purchase of animals, machinery, tools, implements, and
other agricultural equipment, but all expenditures are required
to be repaid into this special fund, under rules and regulations
to be preseribed by the Secretary of the Interior, the funds to
remain available until 1917. In order that the fund may be
thoroughly safeguarded from misapplication, the civilization
fund is directed to be closed, and the unusual authority con-
ferred upon the Secretary of the Interior by the act of June T,
1897, is terminated.

Article 1 of the treaty between the United States and the
Great and Little Osage Indians, concluded September 29, 1865
(14 Stat., 687), is as follows:

“Agt. 1. The tribe of the Great and Little Osage Indians, hav-
ing now more lands than are necessary for their occupation,
and all payments from the Government to them under former
treaties having ceased, leaving them greatly impoverished, and
Heing desirous of improving their condition by disposing of
their surplus lands, do hereby grant and sell to the United

States the lands contained within the following boundaries, that
is to say: Beginning at the southeast corner of their present
reservation and running thence north with the eastern boundary
thereof 50 miles to the northeast corner, thence west with the
northern line 30 miles, thence south 50 miles to the southern
boundary of said reservation, and thence east with said south-
ern boundary to the place of beginning: Provided, That the
western boundary of said land herein ceded shall not extend
farther westward than upon a line commencing at a point on
the southern boundary of said Osage country 1 mile east of the
place where the Verdigris River crosses the southern boundary
of the State of Kansas. And in consideration of the grant and
sale to them of the above-described lands the United States
agree to pay the sum of $300,000, which sum shall be placed to
the credit of said tribe-of Indians in the Treasury of the
United States, and interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent
per annum shall be paid to said tribes semiannually, in money,
clothing, provisions, or such articles of utility as the Secre-
tary of the Interior may from time to time direct. Said lands
shall be surveyed and sold, under the direction of the Secre-
tary of the Interior, on the most advantageons terms, for cash,
as public lands are surveyed and sold under existing laws, but
no preemption claim or homestead settlement shall be recog-
fnized; and after relmbursing the United States the cost of
said survey and sale, and the said sum of $300,000 placed to the
credit of said Indians, the remaining proceeds of sales shall be
placed in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the
civilization fund, to be used, under the direction of the Sec-
retary of the Interior, for the education and civilization of
Indian tribes residing within the limits of the United States.”
By reference to House Document No. 1319 of the present
session it will be observed that the civilization fund created
by article 1 of the treaty of September 29, 1865, has been
treated as a revolving fund for a very wide range of purposes;
also it has been replenished from time to time by executive
action, and the repayments have been expended under the same
wide authority that obtained in respect to expenditures from
the original fund. It is thought wise to terminate this fund

and also to repeal the act of 1897, which found its way into the

statute books through the medium of an Indian appropriation
act. So long as these two acts are operative it is diffiecult for
the Congress to legislate with certainty as to the limit of specific
ap‘?roprlatlons. Section 11 of the act of 1897 is as follows:

Seko, 11. That hereafter, where funds appropriated in spe-
cific terms for a particular object are not sufficient for the ob-
ject named, any other appropriation, general in its terms, which
otherwise would be available, may, in the discretion of the Sec-
retary of the Interior, be used to accomplish the object for
which the specific appropriation was made.”

The possibilities of the range of application of general funds
'ﬂnﬂer I:]Jira1 %rotvis}on ?t law are limited by the ingenuity of the

uman mind to juggle appropriations an
of Bthe 1I‘}Jterior Department. a4 r e ottt
NO. appropriates the sum of $55,000 for two bridges for
the benefit of the Pueblo Indians in New Mexi
the cost thereof to that amount. ol i

No. 19 enlarges the unit of allotment to the Indians on the
Yuma and Colorado River Reservations in California and Ari-
zona from 5 to 10 acres per capita and appropriates the sum
of $18,000 as the first of 10 installments to defray the cost of
irrigating the increased allotments. The total cost of the proj-
ect is relmbursable, and it is provided that the cost shall be a
lien upon the lands irrigated when the Indians take a patent in
fee for the purpose of alienating their allotments. This provi-
sion is expected to check the demand for irrigation of Indian
allotments for the primary benefit of white men,

No. 20 is designed to meet an exigency on the Fort Hall In-
dian Reservation which has become more or less chronic, It is
believed that the present legislation meets the needs of the
Indians on that reservation and will permit of the early allot-
ment of the lands in severalty, (See H. R. 32340 and H. Rept.
No. 2043.)

No. 23 provides an appropriation of $5,000 to earry into effect
an authorization in the appropriation act of last year.

No. 25 provides an appropriation of not to exceed $2,500 for
the purpose of defraying the expenses of a delegation of the
White Earth Band of Chippewa Indians to Washington during
the present session.

No. 26 is the same in purpose as the amendment agreed upon
as a substitute for No. 19. :

No. 28 provides for the conservation of water power on the
shores of Flathead Lake, Mont.

Nos. 20 and 30 provide for a heating plant at the Indian
school at Genoa, Nebr., at an expense of $5,000, to be immedi-
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ately available. This item was not included in the departmental
estimates, but is said to be necessary.

No. 46 provides for additions to dormitories at the Indian
school at Wahpeton, N. Dak., at an expense of $30,000. Neither
this item nor the school was included in the departmental esti-
mates.

No. 47 creates a special fund of $2,500 for irrigation at the
Bismarck school, N, Dak.

No. 50 provides for the sale of odds and ends of lands in
Kiowa Agency Reserve, in Oklahoma, in the discretion of the
Secretary of the Interior, and requires the deposit of the pro-
ceeds in the Treasury instead of reappropriating it, as was
proposed by the original amendment,

No. 55 is legislation relating to the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Tribes of Indians in Oklahoma, which is made necessary by the
legislation in the general deficiency bill of the last session pro-
hibiting the making of contracts by these tribes without the
approval of Congress.

No. 506 provides for the deposit of the net proceeds from the
sales of tribal lands in the Five Civilized Tribes in national
and State banks, in the discretion of and under rules and regu-
lations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. It
also provides that the interest aceruing on such funds may be
used toward defraying the expense of the per capita payments
to the tribes.

No. 57 squares an account with J. Blair Schoenfelt due to
causes about which there is much dispute. (See 8. Rept. No.
840, 61st Cong., 2d sess.)

No. 61 makes an appropriation of $50,000 for the continuation
of the Modoc Point irrigation project on the Klamath Indian
Reservation in Oregon, and fixes the limit of cost therefor, as
contemplated in section 1 of the Indian appropriation act for
the fiscal year 1011.

No. 66 provides a deficiency appropriation of $6,000 for the
Indian School at Pierre, 8. Dak., made necessary because of
increased attendance of pupils at that school.

No. 73 provides an appropriation of $10,000, or so much
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available, for
the purpose of relieving distress among certain detached In-
dians in Utah for whom no appropriation has heretofore been
made.

No. T4 appropriates $75,000 (reimbursable) for continuing the
irrigation systems of the Uncompahgre, Uintah, and White
River Utes, in Utah. This item was not included in the de-
partmental estimates, but is within the present estimated limit
of cost of the project and is said to be necessary to the econom-
ical progress of the work thereon.

No. 77 makes an appropriation of $15,000 (reimbursable) for
the purpose of constructing a bridge across the Duschene River
at or near Theodore, Utah.

No. 70 makes an appropriation of $40,000 (reimbursable) for
the purpose of paving a street and constructing sidewalks in
front of the Cushman School grounds at Tacoma, Wash.

No. 81 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to investigate
conditions and report his conclusions as to the necessity or
advisability of constructing wagon roads on the Yakima Indian
Reservation in the State of Washington at the expense of the
Indian funds. This provision is in lieu of the direct appro-
priation of $§100,000 provided for in the original amendment.

No. 83 provides for the sale of the Fort Spokane Military
Reserve on the Colville Reservation in Washington and appro-
priates the proceeds, not to exceed $35,000 in amount, for school
purposes for the benefit of the Colville and Spokane Indians
and requires the Secretary of the Interior to report his action
to Congress at its next session.

No. 88 provides for renewing negotiations with the Oneida
Tribe of Indians in Wisconsin with a view to reaching a satis-
factory agreement respecting the capitalization of their annuities,
and enacts legislation to meet an exigency existing on the
Menominee Reservation in Wiscongin in respect to the disposi-
tion of dead and down timber due to recent destructive forest
fires. The provision is safeguarded in respect to changing ex-
isting law on the subject by limiting it to the period of one
year.

As reported from conference the bill carries appropriations
to the amount of $8,872,207.88 payable from public funds, of
which amount the sum of $1,068,000 is considered to be safely
reimbursable, and $540,000° is reimbursable in part, but the
amount is indefinite and difficult to estimate.” In addition to
the appropriations from public funds the bill carries apppro-
priations from trust and tribal funds as follows:
Chippewas of Minnesota, act of :ranunry 14, 3880 -~
Chippewas of H.lnnesotn, White Ear Ba.nd____._...__.._..._..__ ,

Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes, Oklahoma 25, 000
Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Slonx 150, 000

The following statement shows the distribution of the appro-
priation from public funds in respect to the objects for which

‘appropriations are made in the bill:

Survey and allotment (relmbursable in part)
Irrigatlan general fun

Irrlga ion, specific projects (reimbursable)___
Fﬁp;e@efif:ﬁ liquor ptmﬂi" :
of distress

$215, 000. 00
325, 000. 00
9?3 000 00

I:ducut!on =
General fund $1, 420, 000
Specific schools and specific educational
it L i S B e e R S e S 2,025, 540
Instructiun in agriculture, forestry, and
domestie sclence __________ . ___ ___ 400, 000
Construction and repairs, school build-
ings W 425, 000
Transportation, Indian pupils_________ 82, 000

4, 352, 540. 00
285, 000. 00

chase, inspection, and transportation supplies______ , 000,
Pport and civilization 1, 008, 800, 00
graphing and te]?honing_ , 000. 00
Witness fees and lega I 2, 500. 00
Board of Indian Commissioners it 4, 000. 00
Compensation of interpreters 8, 000. 00
Compensation of Indian police__-_ R 200, 000. 00
Compensation of &i;iges. dla.n T g s Ry o S SR S 12, 000, 00
Contingencies, In 115, 000. 00
Promoting Indian Iudustry (reimbumb]e) ____________ 30, 000. 00
Bridge on Navajo Reservation, Aviz__ _________________ 90, 000. 00
Bridges in New Mexico 55, 000.
Relief of distress among Indians in Florida and Utah___ 20, 000,
Line riders in Montana 1, 500. 00
F‘ileela.l attorney for Pueblos in New Mexico_—__________ 2, 000.
M b p LB E 70 B O e S e D oo S e e i ity e 275, 000, 00
oenfeldt claim T, 397, 88
Care of insane Indians____ 30, 000. 00
Bridge in Utah (reimbursable) 15, 000. 00

Street pavement and sidewalks, Cushman School, Wash.

treimbarsable) = = LT 0, 000. 00
Treaty stipulations 643, 560. 00
Total 8, 872, 297. 88

The following statement shows the number and purpose of the
amendments considered in conference, together with the increase
in the appropriation, by items, proposed by the Senate, and the
increase agreed upon in conference:

Amendments considered in con me;g?‘ ‘proc{diny for increased appro-
! o

Nohiber and of Increase Inumd Fr,"g'd’
umber an agree mn
St Pm"’ umnin which | Remarks.
con! ce. | payable.
2. Irrigation (general ? $50,000.00 | $25,000.00 | Public .
5. SBuppressing liquor ¢ IO:UJJ.GJ 5,000.00 |...do....
11and 12. Telephnnius,tele- 15,000.00 |  14,000.00 |...do....
gra
15. (:I.aﬁi‘s " Indian rec- 210,000.00 . i i a s do....
18. Enmnmglng Indian in- 30,000.00 | 30,000.00 |...do....| Reimbursable.
ustry.
17. Brld in New Mexico. . 55,000.00 §5,000.00 |...do....
18. Northern California In- 20,000.00 {. .cciavmiins R T A
dustrial Association.
19. Irrigation, Yuma allot- 18, 000. 00 18,000.00 |...do.... Do.
. Pi tone School, Minn. 39,675.00 | 39,675.00 |...do....
22, White Earth Chi.ppewas 1,000. 00 1,000.00 | Tribal..
25. Wh.lte Enxu)n Chippewas 2, 500. 00 2,500.00 |...do....
. Irggntkm Flathead, 100,000.00 | 100,000.00 | Public. Do.
30, Genoa School, Nebr ...... 10, 500. 00 5,000.00 |...do....
31. Repairs, bridge, Knox 1,600.00{......_.. .| ldo....
ounty, Nebr.
= Alll‘:[uqmrque 25, 000. 00 25,000.00 |...do...
34. Annnity, Six Nations.. .. 1,000.00 | 1,000.00 |...do....
85. Support, Sioux, Devils 2,800.00 |.o. i sl liadon. sl
36. Fort Totten School, N. 27,025.00 | 12,525.00 |...do...
m.Wﬁ]Kétun School, N. 46,000.00 |  80,000.00 |...do...
47, In-lg}::ndp Bismarck 2, 500, 00 2,500.00 |...do.
49. Fort sill Indlan ‘School
and Kiowa Agency.
E0. Proceeds of sale urum
of lands, Oklahoma.
5l Five Civilized Tribes
(administration).
53. Five Civilized Tribes
(school).
b4, Fl(ve Civilized Tribes
orphan school).
57, Schoenfelt claim .........
58. John W. West claim...
59. Salem School, Oreg ......
61, Irrigation, Klamath Res-
ervation, O
64 and 67. Carlisle School.. ..
Pierre School, 8. Dak....
69. Rn&ld(.‘i School,S.Dak
X fllue;i = nsg, Utah..
T,
m' White River |
Utes, Utah.
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Amendments considered in confercnee providing for increased appro-

priations—Continued.

Number and t Juorease mgcmed s
um purposa o [ m
amendment. PR oaemd by nin | which | Remarks.
% conference. | payable.
. B%dgm at Theodore, $25,000.00 | $15,000.00 | Public.| Relmbursable.
78. Cushman School, Taco- 70,000.00 |....oeueenenn G e
ma, Wash.
79. Street pavement, Cush- 40, 000. 00 40, 000. 00 |...do.... Do.
man School.
8l. Construction wagon 100,000.00 |....:cuvesssslsn Jdo.... Do.
, Yakima
ervation, Wash.
83. Colville and Spokane In- 135,000.00 | %35,000.00 |...do....| Payable from
dians, Wash. rooe:dsssale
or
kane lB](i*-
Reser-
- vation.
84. Cushman School, Ta- 7500000 |.consnasessns ...do...| Reimbursable.
coma, Wash.
85. Hayward School, Wis.... 36, 670. 00 36, 670. 00 |...do....
87, Tomah School, Wis...... 3, 500. 00 3,500.00 |...do...
Total..................] 1,156,504.48 | 668,317.88
88. Oneida ecapitalization 20,000.00 |- oo ciiians
(decrease),
Net Increase...........| 1,135,000.48 | 068,317.88
1 Estimated. 2 Not exceeding.

The amendments on which the conferees were unable to agree
are as follows: 2

No.43. “Any licensed trader in the Standing Rock Indian Agency
of North and South Dakota who has any claim against any In-
dian of said agency for goods sold to such Indian may file an
itemized statement of said claim with the Indian superintendent.
Said superintendent shall forthwith notify said Indian in writ-
ing of the filing of said claim and request him to appear within
a reasonable time thereafter, to be fixed in said notice, and
present any objections he may have to the payment thereof, or
any offset or any counterclaim thereto.

“1f said Indian appears and contests said claim, or any item
therein, the said superintendent shall notify the said trader and
fix a time for the settlement of the account between the parties
thereto, and shall on a hearing thereof use his efforts to secure
an agreement as to the amount due between the said parties.
If the said Indian shall not appear within the time specified in
the notice, the superintendent shall eall in the said trader and
carefully investigate every item of said account and determine
the amount due thereon. Any account so settled by the super-
intendent or any such account admitted by the Indian shall be
and remain an account stated between the parties thereto.

“That out of any moneys that shall thereafter become due to
said Indian, by reason of any annunity or other indebtedness,
from the Government of the United States, or for property sold
by or on account of such Indian, there shall be paid by the
“superintendent to such trader at least 25 per cent of the money
which would be due such Indian and 25 per cent of any money
that may thereafter become due to such Indian until the account
stated shall iave been paid. And where the amount due said
Indian shall be sufficient, in the judgment of said superintend-
ent, to pay a greater amount of gaid indebtedness, still leaving
said Indian sufficient for his ordinary needs, such superintend-
ent shall use his influence to secure the payment of the whole
or a greater proportion of said account: Provided, That such
Indian may at any time appear and contest any item in the
said account which he has not proved.”

No.T76. “ That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be,
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause patents to
igsue to all persons who have heretofore made settlement in good
faith and for their own use and benefit on the unallotted agri-
cultural lands in the Uintah Indian Reservation under the act
of Congress approved May 27, 1902, and acts supplementary
thereto, and who also have undertaken to maintain continuous
residence thereon for one year, but have been prevented through
lack of water, upon the payment of $1.25 per acre for said
lands.”

No. 82 proposes to withhold $100,000 from the fifth and last
installment of $300,000 due the Indians on the Colville Reserva-
tion, in Washington, for a cession of land opened to settlement
by the act of July 1, 1892, The purpose of withholding the
$100,000 is to afford certain attorneys an opportunity to ask for
a readjudication of their claims for counsel fees which were set-
tled by the Court of Claims in the case of Butler & Vale v. The
United States and the Indians residing on the Colville Reserva-
tion (No. 20522), under authority of the jurisdictional act of
June 21, 1906 (34 Stat, 377 and 378), decided by the court

May 25, 1908, allowing attorneys $60,000 in full settlement of
the;r];:laim, which, by the decree of the court, was distributed
as follows:

Berr‘:jumln Miller, administrator of the estate of Levi Maish,

Hugh H. Gordon

Marlon Butler__ e %?3' ‘(}Hﬁrg
Josiah Vale____ - = o 10, 000
Daniel B. Henderson 5, 000
Heher! J/rMays s roonsmmipe-cr= 3, 000

Frederick C. Robertson - f

It is now claimed on behalf of the attorneys interested that
an additional amount of $90,000 is due.

On these items of difference the House conferees respectfully
request the direction of the House.

CHAs. H. BURKE,

P. P. CAMPBELL,

Jxo. H. STEPHENS,
Managers on the part of the House.

PERMISSIBLE EXPLOSIVES.

Mr, COOPER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to print as a House document Miner's Circular
LNI?‘ 2, on permissible explosives submitted by the Bureau of

nes,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has not the Burean of Mines an ap-
propriation for printing?

Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania. They have an appropriation
for printing; but a guestion has been raised as to whether or
not they can supply Members of Congress with more than one
copy.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, T object for the present,

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The question was taken, and the motion was disagreed to.

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. FOSS. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the consideration of the naval appropriation bill
(H. R, 32212) and pending that motion I ask the gentleman

from Tennessee [Mr. Papcerr] on the committee if we can ar-

range as to a general debate. I would ask him how much time
he desires for general debate.

Mr. PADGETT. I will say to the gentleman, I have requests
for hours more than we can accommodate.

Mr. FOSS. Would the gentleman make a suggestion?

Mr. PADGETT. I suggest that we agree upon six hours,
and have a night session to-night for general debate; no other
business than general debate to be transacted.

Mr. MANN. Why not have a night session to-night and meet
at 10 o'clock to-morrow and finish general debate?

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that gen-
eral debate continue for six hours, the House to remain in
session for general debate until the committee chooses to rise.

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will ask unanimous con-
sent that the House meet at 10 o'clock in the morning and
finish general debate. 2

Mr. FOSS. I will adopt the suggestion of the gentleman
from Illinois that the House meet at 10 o'clock in the morning.

Mr. CARLIN. I object to that.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman permit me a sug-
gestion? Is the debate that is to take place to be pertinent to
this bill?

Mr. FOSS. T understand it is to this bill

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then there must be a quorum here if
the House is going to sit, and Members might as well take
notice of that fact now.

Mr, FOSS. It is only for the purpose of general debate.

Mr. FITZGERALD. If it is going to be general debate on
this bill, with important things omitted and provided in it,
Members will have to be present or the session will not go on.
I give that notice.

Mr. MANN. General debate is not all on the bill.

Mr. PADGETT. There is a good deal on naval matters.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I want to request unanimous con-
sent that debate be limited to six hours, the time to be divided
between the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Papserr] and my-
self, and that the House remain in continuous session for the
purpose of general debate this evening and meet at 10 o'clock
in the morning, as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that six hours be had for general debate upon the
naval appropriation bill, the House to remain in continuous
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session to-night, and that the House when it adjourns to-day
adjourn to meet at 10 o’clock to-morrow.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask the gentleman this question: Why can not
general debate be concluded to-night and have three hours
general debate instead of six?

Mr. FOSS. That would make the session rather late. I
should say we could not run much more than four hours or
four hours and a half, ’

Mr. CARLIN. I say that because we want to preserve to-
morrow for the Claims Committee, and I do not want to get
the naval bill in a position where it will have the whole day;
is.mil if that is the purpose, why the House ought to understand
t now.

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that if the House
takes up claims to-morrow, we would have one more hour in
which to deal with claims.

Mr. CARLIN. I understood the gentleman’'s motion was
that we should meet to-morrow at 10 o'clock and continue the
consideration of this bill.

Mr. PADGETT. Not at all,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. CARLIN. I think we can reduce this general debate to
“less than six hours.

Mr, MANN. It was agreed to——
Mr. CARLIN. No——
Mr. MANN. I mean between gentlemen on that side. It is

your side that wants the time for debate.

Mr, CARLIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, I ask that it be stated that no other business
be transacted except that of debate.

The SPEAKER. To-night?

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, To-night.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Foss] modify his request?

Mr. FOSS. I do.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois modifies his
request so that no other business will be in order to-day, ex-
cept general debate in the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union. Is there objection?

There was no objection. 1

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it-
gelf into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 32212, the
naval appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 32212) making appropriations for the
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for
other purposes, with Mr. Courrier in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 82212) making ap{nm riations for the naval service
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I. ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed
with., Is there objection?

Mr., PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. Macox] ‘one hour.

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, my remarks upon this oceasion
ghall be more in the nature of a minority report against the
bill that has been reported from the Committee on Naval Af-
fairs, which provides for the promotion of Commander Peary
to the rank of rear admiral and retired on the highest pay of
that rank, for his discovery of the North Pole.

When the bill was under consideration by the committee and
reported out by it, I was temporarily absent from the city at-
tending the christening of the battleship that bears the name of
my State, and hence was not present and therefore could not
ask the privilege of the committee of filing a minority report.

Therefore on this occasion I propose to say something about
this alleged discovery and the gentleman who alleges to have
discovered the pole, so that the Members can have what I have
digested upon the subject to consider in connection with their
duty in arriving at an honest conclusion in regard to this
matter.

Mr. Chairman, I realize that my efforts to defeat the passage

of the bill to promote and retire Capt. Peary are herculean in
their proportions when I consider that I have the combined in-

fluence of the administration, a paid lobby of the Peary Arctic

Club, and the National Geographic Society to contend with,
but having right upon my side, as I see it, I am going to do
everything in my power to defeat it and allow the American
people to pass judgment upon what is said and done by those
who are for and those who are against this species of legisla-
tion. I know it is said that the President has a judicial mind, and
hence when he arrives at a conclusion concerning any matter
that it is well founded, but in this particular instance I must
respectfully take issue with that contention, because it appears
from telegrams that passed between him and Dr. Cook on the
4th day of September, 1909, that he did not require much proof
or use much thought before he discovered that Cook had dis-
covered the North Pole. I will here incorporate a verbatim
copy of the telegraphic correspondence between them in order
that the world may understand that the President had dis-
covered that Dr. Cook had discovered the pole before he ever
heard of Peary’s discovery of it. [Laughter and applause.]
COPENHAGEN, September }.

PRESIDENT,
The White House, Washington, D. C.:

I have the honor to report to the Chief Ma
States that 1 have returned, having reached the

trate of the United
Jorth Pole.
FreDERICKE A. COOE.

BevERLY, Mass., Seplember }
FrepBERICK A. COOK,
Copenhagen, Denmark:

Your dispatch recelved. Your report that yon have reached the North
Pole calls for my heartiest congratulations and stirs the pride of all
Americans that this feat, which has so long baffled the world, has been
accomplished by the intelligent energy and wonderful endurance of a

fellow countryman.
WiLLiaM H. TAFT.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? :

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield?

Mr. MACON. I must refuse to yield. I regret that I can
not yield.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I was going to ask the gentle-
man a question. He and I differ so materially on this question
that I think it would be best to have an understanding about
this question now. If the gentleman refuses to yield, and goes
on, I shall endeavor to make some notes while he proceeds.
For the present the gentleman declines to yield and would
prefer not to be interrupted during the course of his address?

Mr. MACON. Yes. After I have completed, if the gentleman .
desires me to answer any questions, I will be glad to give him
time for that purpose.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman will hold to
that throughout the course of his address?

Mr. MACON. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well.

Mr. MACON. Thank you, sir. I do not think, under the
circumstances, that we can afford to give much faith and credit
to the President’s ascertainment of this matter, and I know
that we can not afford to heed the importunities of a paid
lobby that has hauntfed the Capitol for days and days in the
interest of the bill that I am now protesting against the pas-
sage of. I will, therefore, pass to that part of the subject
under consideration that seems to require a greater degree of
investigation on the part of the membership of the House
before it gives its vote for or against this unprecedented
measure.

The truth compels me to say that I am so constituted that
I have always been skeptical concerning many of the scientific
theories that have been advanced from time to time by the
various schools of scientists, and in reason, their many con-
tradictions of, and disagreements about, the subjects treated
by them fully justify the skepticism of anyone who thinks for
himself in regard to such matters; and sirs, there are many
thousands of human beings who think just as I do about it,
that pretend to accept any kind of a so-called scientific state-
ment or discovery without question, because they are so weazen-
brained [laughter] that they think they will be classed as
scholars if they do accept them at first blush—a thing devoutly
sought after by the really ignorant—or because they fear some
unblushing, know-all, or titbit editors of yellow journals, like
the New York Times or the New York Post [laughter], will
call them ignorant blatherskites. [Laughter]. I pity a man
who is so ignorant as to be terror stricken all the time for fear
he will be called ignorant by some saphead [laughter], or so
cowardly that he is afraid to think his own thoughts for fear
some graft-loving editor will find out what he is thinking about
and adversely criticize him therefor. Indeed, I do pity so sorry
an individual as that. [Laughter.]

Being possessed of skepticism about some seientific theories—
especially those that rest alone upon the self-serving declara-
tions of the advocate—I could not help but doubt the discovery
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of the North Pole by Dr. Cook when he proclaimed it to the
world. At first it seemed that I was about the only one in the
community in which I lived that doubted his statement. The
newspapers headlined it as the greatest discovery of the age
and the Doctor was heralded far and wide as the greatest
living hero. My friends and neighbors actually laughed at me
and dubbed me a * doubting Thomas.” They do not do it any
more. The Cook discovery had not gotten cold, however, be-
fore up bobs Peary with his discovery of the pole [laughter],
and I immediately began to doubt some more, and I have kept
it up from that day until this and expect to continue to do so
until some unbiased society of experienced geographic scientists
passes favorably upon his proofs. Feeling that way about if,
when a bill was presented to the Naval Affairs Committee, for
its consideration, which proposed to advance Peary from the
rank of engineer to that of rear admiral and retire him on a
high salary on account of his self-alleged discovery, I ex-
ercised the right of one of the Representatives of the great
American people, who were to be called upon to honor this man
so highly, and pay him so well, and demanded that proof of his
discovery be furnished the committee, to be by it submitted to
an unbiased geographic society for its findings. I thought then,
and I still think, that because of the great rivalry existing be-
tween Peary and Cook, and their friends, over the discovery,
that the proofs, in justice and reason, should be submitted to
the same tribunal that passed upon Cook’s proofs.

I thought then, and I still think, that he owed it to the Ameri-
can people, who had paid him a salary for 23 years while he
was roaming the ice fields of the North getting rich as a fur
trader, to furnish them with proofs of what he claimed to have
done before he asked them to confer high honors upon him and
increase his compensation in addition thereto. I believe that
I would have been a traitor to the trust reposed in me by the
honorable, intelligent, and justice-loving citizenry of the first
congressional district of the State of Arkansas and unworthy of
the title of Representative if I had allowed this man to have
received the honors and endowments that he was, and is, im-
portuning Congress to bestow upon him, without demanding his
proofs; and the more I have read and heard about the man and
his alleged discovery the more firmly convinced am I of the
correctness of my position.

Because I would not accept the unsupported and unreasonable
tale of Mr. Peary and allow great honors to be heaped upon
him without corroboration, some of the newspapers of the coun-
try, like the New York Times and the New York Post, that are
edited by pea-eyed, pin-headed, and putrid-tongued infinitesimals
[laughter], have been trying to persuade the public to believe
that I am almost alone in the position I have taken; but, sirs,
if they could but read the vast number of petitions, letters, and
newspaper clippings that I have received from practically every
quarter of nearly every State in the Union, commending my
course and urging me to stand by my guns, and assuring me that
a large majority of the people of the country are with me in
the fight, the little atoms would change their weak minds about
the matter, if there is strength enough left in them to change;
and if Mr. Peary could see what they say about him I am sure
he would not pursue his inane quest further. The letters and
petitions referred to are from scientists, geographers, arctic
explorers, navigators, lawyers, doctors, merchants, farmers,
mechanics, bankers, and physicists, and the newspaper clippings
are from highly reputable publications that are looked upon as
leaders of honest thought by the citizens of the respective com-
munities in which they are published; and they catalogue a list
of misdeeds about this wonderful self-alleged discoverer that
would cause anyone to seek a hole in which to hide from the pub-
lic gaze whose skin was not too thick to be pierced by a spear.

When the committee concluded to comsider the bill to pro-
mote Peary it requested the gentleman to appear before it with
his proofs; but instead of appearing in person, he, or someone
for him, caused two members of the National Geographic So-
ciety, who as a part of a subcommittee of three had previously
passed upon what they called his proofs, to appear for him;
and at the hearings they stated, among other things, that they
were friends of Peary and believed that he had discovered the
pole before they saw any of his proofs. They stated that the
only official records that they had of his having been to the
pole were some astronomical and tidal observations and a line
of soundings extending from Cape Columbia, where the tidal
observations were made, to within about 5 miles of the pole;
they said that all of the records presented by Peary in support
of his alleged discovery of the pole could have been made up
in the city of Washington, or at the point where he and Capt.
Bartlett separated on their journey toward the pole; they said
that Peary took only one latitudinal observation between the

point where he left Capt. Bartlett and the North Pole, a dis-
tance of 133 miles, and that he did not make any longitudinal
observations at all; they said that they could not have relied
upon the report of the observations taken by Peary without any
knowledge of the man or without any narrative; they said that
nothing was presented to them to show that he ever told any
member of his party that he had discovered the pole, and that
no member of the party had been interrogated by the committee
concerning fhe discovery, not even Henson; they stated that
Peary’s observations were taken with an artificial horizon. and
they admitted that a slight modification had been made In it
because it was not possible to get the sun at very low angles;
they stated that the only examination made of the instruments
Peary used in taking his observations was made at the station
here in Washington; that the findings of the subcommittee, to
the effect that Peary had discovered the pole, when submitted
to the board of managers of the National Geographic Society,
were accepted without question, and had also been aceepted by
the Geographic Societies of London, Paris, Berlin, Rome, Brus-
sels, Antwerp, Geneva, Dresden, and St. Petersburg without
question or investigation of Peary’s records by said socicties,
but admitted that they knew of no instance where a natioal
geographic society had not accepted the findings of other geo-
(g}rarl)(h[c societies without question, except in the casé of Dr.
ook.

The Naval Affairs Committee, not being satisfied with the in-
formation furnished it by these gentlemen—>Messrs. Gannett
and Tittman—insisted upon Mr. Peary's full report being laid
before it, whereupon they were informed that that could not
be done, for the reason that Mr. Peary had forbidden it on the
ground that he had magazine contracts that would yield con-
siderable revenue that would have to be sacrificed if his
proofs were made public. The committee then decided that the
matter should be indefinitely postponed until such time as Mr.
Peary could furnish proofs of his discovery. Since that action
was taken by the committtee he has written many magazine
articles, as well as a book telling his tale of the discovery, and,
to say that his story is wonderful, is putting it mildly. I remem-
ber to have read a piece of fiction a few years ago, the scene of
which was laid in a great monarchy, the capital city of which
was located at the North Pole, and, to the best of my recollec-
tion, the extreme, unnatural, unreasonable, and unbelievable
scenes and acts enumerated and described therein concerning
an imaginary sovereignty and a mythic people did not execel
the exaggerations contained in a later work of fiction known and
described as “ The North Pole,” by Robert E, Peary. I also re-
member to have read a novel that was written in the first per-
son, whose hero was a bombastic upstart and braggart that never
knew defeat or met an equal in any field of achievement,
whether dealing with the hearts of women, the diplomacy of
Presidents and statesmen in Washington, the strategy, cournge,
and alertness of Napoleon and his old guard in Paris, or the
arts and wiles of crafty Indians in old St. Louis, and yet the
self-exalted and self-puffed acts of the self-opinionated hero of
that book do not in any way or in any degree excel the self-
told deeds of the wonderful hero that penned the narrative of
“The North Pole’ I challenge anyone to read the book and
dispute my diagnosis of it. And yet the Congress of the United
States of America is being asked to jump the writer of that
book over the heads of many true, able, and efficient naval
officers, who have stood by their posts of duty like the reputed
Trojans of a distant age, and promote him to the high and
coveted position of rear admiral, with a large salary and g
hero's passport to every phase of human society, upon the self-
told and unbelievable exaggerations to be found between its
lids, the unreliable data for which was collected while our hero
was loafing around in northern latitudes gathering up furs to
sell and to bestow upon the members of the Peary Arctic Club
[laughter] and the National Geographic Society of Washing-
ton, that virtually accepted his discovery of the North Pole be-
fore examining his proofs, while drawing his pay from the
Government with great regularity.

In dealing with Mr. Peary's application for a promotion for
the discovery of the North Pole, we ought to employ the same
business rules that are used by business men in dealing with
the ordinary affairs of life, and I submit that if that is done
the gentleman will not receive his promotion until he has fur-
nished better proofs of his discovery than he has up to this
time. The burden s upon him to prove his claim by a pre-
ponderance of the testimony, if not beyond a reasonable doubt.
We will suppose a case of the establishment of a land boundary
where it is necessary fo find a corner post and then examine
his proofs and see whether or not he has made out his case.
Let us take the North Pole as the post that it is neccessary to
discover before the line could be intelligently ascertained and
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then investigate Peary’s proofs and see whether or not a favor-
able verdict could be rendered upon them by a fair and im-
partial jury. The Geographic¢ Society has found a favorable
verdict upon them, but according to the statements of the com-
mittee that investigated the case, they were not impartial. In
fact, they had their minds made up as to what verdict they
would render before they took their seats in the box. Common
gratitude for gifis received by members of the Geographic
Society, of which Peary is a member, and their pride in having
the world believe that a member of their exclusive body did
find the pole might reasonably be expected to influence the
findings of that tribunal.

Let us therefore take a glance at their evidence before the
Naval Affairs Committee once more and see whether or not
unbiased minds ought to be bound by the findings of the only
geographic society that has really passed upon Peary’s proofs.

The witnesses state that they were friends of Peary and
believed that he had discovered the pole before they saw any
of his proofs. That alone is enough to condemn their findings
as being of the most biased character. They stated that the
only official records they had of his having been to the pole,
when they were considering what verdict to render in regard
to the discovery, were some astronomical and tidal observations
and a line of soundings that he had made extending frem Cape
Colimbia to within about 5 miles of the pole; that the records
presented by Peary of his soundings and tidal observations, as
well as everyihing else submitted by him in support of his
alleged discovery, could have been made up in the city of
Washington, or at the point where he and Bartlett separated
on their journey toward the pole. That being the case, have
we any evidence of the truthfulness of the records of the sound-
ings and cobservations furnished the society by Peary, except
his own unsupported statement in regard to the matter? And
hence, if we accept that these soundings and observations were
made, we must take the unsupported statement of Peary as a
basis for our action.

These gentlemen told the committee that Peary took only one
Jatitudinal observation between the point where he left Capt.
Bartlett and the North Pole, a distance of 133 miles, and that
he did not make any longitudinal observations at all. Scientists
tell us that unless longitudinal observations are taken at inter-
vals, when crossing the barren ice fields of the North, it is
impossible to tell whether you are going directly north or
south, Therefore it is silly to ask an intelligent body of men
to accept the findings of this distinguished geographic society,
in regard to so important and doubtful a discovery, when the
discoverer did not know in what direction he was traveling.
In fact, did not know whether he was going in or coming ouf.
[Laughter.] It is also absurd to ask anyone to believe that an
explorer could travel over an unknown and badly broken ice
field for a distance of 133 miles and * pop " right down on the
pole without having taken but one latitudinal observation in
the entire distance traveled. They stated that they could not
have relied upon the report of the observations taken by Peary
without any knowledge of the man or without a narrative.

That being the case anyone can see that the society, in order
to make the finding it did, considered the observations worth-
less of themselves and took the unsupported word of Peary
with his narrative as a basis for their findings. They could
not have given much faith and eredit fo the soundings that
Peary reported to have made within 5 miles of the North
Pole, for he himself says that while he was making it his wire
broke and he lost both wire and weight. How in the name of
reason could an imperfect sounding of that kind be valuable to
anyone in arriving at an honest verdict concerning the discovery
of the North Pole? They stated that the examination of the
instruments Peary-used on his trip was made at the railroad
gtation in Washington. Such an examination must have been
only casual, if not highly careless, and goes to show that in
everything that was done by the society in connection with its
ascertainment of the truth of the discovery of the pole by Peary
was of the most ecasual, careless, and unreliable character.
They stated that Peary’s observations were taken with an arti-
ficial horizon and they admitted that a slight modification, pre-
sumably by them, though they did not state that fact, had been
made on the horizon because it was not possible to get the
sun at very low angles.

Think of it, gentlemen, the very idea of asking Congress to
accept as true observations that were taken with an artificial
horizon near the North Pole that had to be modified by a so-
ciety in the city of Washington when they were passing upon
the facts presented to them by the great discoverer. They
stated that nothing was presented to them to show that Peary
ever told any member of his party that he had discovered the
pole, and that no other member of the party had been interro-

gated by the committee concerning the discovery. When we
consider that the nations of the world have been vieing with
each other for centuries upon the subject of discovering the
North Pole, it is unbelievable that one who had sought it for
23 years could discover it and keep the knowledge of so im-
portant a fact within his own breast for the peried of time that
it is claimed that Peary did before he made it known to even
his traveling companions—companions who had helped him to
make his trip, and without whom it would have been impossible
to have made it. It is an insult to ask intelligent men to be-
lieve such rot. Gentlemen, if you were in the box upon younr
oaths to try the case of locating the boundary line that I
have cited, could you say, upon the testimony of the witnesses
who have testified up to this time and the exhibits presented
by them in support of their testimony, that the corner post
had been located?

When the subcommittee was called together a few days ago
for the purpose of further considering the bill to promote and
retire this near hero [laughter], a motion was made to report
the bill favorably, and I again demanded proofs of his discovery,
whereupon Mr. Peary was invited to appear before the com-
mittee and furnish them. Some of the committee were in enrn-
est in their desire for the real facts in the case, and insisted
upon asking questions that they deemed pertinent, but the best
information, or so-called procfs, that they could get from the
alleged discoverer, when summed up, were a lot of guesses,
speculations, assumptions, estimates, and evasions, and from
these four of the subcommittee of seven solemnly reported thnt
the proofs were sufficient to establish the self-serving declarn-
tion of the gentleman to the effect that he had discovered the
pole.

Mr. Peary admitted that he did not take a single longitudinal
observation upon his entire trip and that he took no latitudinal
observations from the point where Capt. Bartlett turned back to
Camp Jesup, which he estimated to be a distance of about 120
miles and estimated to be within 8 miles of the pole. He
admitted that he did not take a correct sounding between
85° 23’ and the North Pole, and that the needle of his compass
was pointing toward the magnetic pole, which bhe siated was
about 1,200 miles distant from the North Pole. He stated that
he traveled over an unknown, broken ice field, covered with high-
pressure ridges and dangerous ice leads, a distance of 130
nautical miles in five days, which would be equal to about 35
statute miles per day—something that was never done by an
Arctic explorer before in the history of the world—and built
his own igloos while he was doing it, and, seemingly, expected
men possessed of some degree of sense to believe that he made
the trip under such difficulties and at such a rapid rate of
speed, without making an observation of any kind, and his
needle pointing in an entirely different direction, and yet made
a bee line to the pole. Some of us who have tried to plow a
straight furrow or lay a fence worm across a 10-acre field with-
out stakes to guide us, or who have undertaken to ride across a
broad prairie without a path or other object to direct our course,
know how impossible his contention is when he insists that he
could rush pell-mell over a rough, rugged, and broken ice course
for a distance of 130 miles without an cbservation or object to
guide him and go directly north to an imaginary point. He
admitted that he had no charts, data, or other scientific matter
that would aid an explorer in any degree in his efforts to dis-
cover the. pole; that that long sought-for object was as com-
pletely lost now as it was before he discovered it.

When we consider that latitudes run north and south and
longitudes east and west, and that latitudes are measured by
longitudes, it is impossible to believe that Peary, under the cir-
cumstances and conditions stated, could have any more known
the correct latitude that he was in than a traveler would have
known the number of furlongs that he had traveled in a day
without counting the number of mileposts that he had passed
on his way.

And yet we are asked to accept the bold statements of the
gentleman as God-given facts concerning everything that he
claimed to have done on hig journey, when they are contra-
dicted by a combination of every reasonable physical and
scientific impessibility. There is a limit to human prowess
and endurance as well as to the knowledge of man, and when
we are asked to accept such exaggerated statements and con-
clusions as this gentleman presents as a reason why he shonld
be honored beyond all reasonable expectation, I think that his
ingistence should be accepted as an insult to the intelligence
of the American people rather than an appeal to their senti-
mental generosity and their overweaning desire for hero
worship. I yield to no man in my desire to do justice to every
real hero who has done something for his country’s good, but
my contempt for fake heroes is supreme, no matter in what
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sphere they presume to operate. The world has had real
heroes in every field of human activity that it has delighted
to honor and their fame will live with time, but it has also
been cursed with fake heroes who have flourished for a season
and then, like grass, would wither away. San Juan Hill had
one of those for a time [laughter], but upon investigation it
was shown that he would have been a Spanish prisoner instead
of an American hero if it had not been for the intervention of
Negro trecops. [Laughter.] Less than a year ago a conquering
hero of birds and beasts marched forth from the jungles of
Africa [laughter] and crossed the European Continent with
majestic tread and finally landed upon our own shore, where
he was met by thousands of hero worshipers who received him
as an uncrowned emperor, but it was not many moons before
many of those who paid him homage upon that occasion bowed
their heads in chagrin and tried to forget it. Thus it will be
seen, Mr. Speaker, that it will not do to put bogus herces upon
H!nnnc]es of fame, for it will not be long before they must come
OWI.

A real hero would not accept honors at the hands of his peo-
ple where there was a shadow of a cloud upon his title thereto;
and we need no safer guide to disclose a fake hero than that
of his being willing to accept a reward at the hands of a con-
filing and generous people when there is a shadow enveloping
his title in any degree. Let us now see if the gentleman who
is asking honors at the hands of the American people has a
shadow resting around and about his claim to them, and if
there is any reason for that cloud to exist, when considered in
the light of his own contentions.

I am advised by one school of scientists that it is a physieal
impossibility for man or beast to reach the North I’ole for the
diminishing centrifugal action of the earth, and in proportion
the increasing center of gravitation, near the pole, causes a
complete failure of human and animal energy that produces a
kind of paralysis that causes the loss of power of motion, sen-
sation, or function in any part of the body, including the exer-
cise of the faculties of the mind.

Mr, TILSON. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentle-
man there?

The CHATIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MACON. My time is so limited that I can not yield now.
I must go through.

Mr. TILSON. I just wanted some authority on that subject.
It is very interesting. I would like to know what the author-
ity is.
tyMr. MACON. I stated that it was the theory of one school
of scientists. In support of this contention any school child
will remember to have read of the inhuman drubbings that
travelers in frozen zones have been forced to alternately ad-
minister to each other in order to keep their human energies
sufficiently aroused to prevent them from falling into a sleepy
stupor that, in such cases, would be a sleep of death. And yet
Peary, his Negro, and four Eskimos, according to his narrative,
in spite of the teachings and experiences of frozen-zone travelers
and scientists, hilariously and comfortably rolicked along over
more frigid ice fields than had ever been traveled by man be-
fore and retained all of their faculties, functions, and energies
to a degree that enabled them to stop right at the pole without
having taken a single observation in a distance of 130 miles of
travel over an uneven, unknown, and unfriendly frozen sea,
and then remain at and about the point of discovery for a
period of about 30 hours taking observations in apparent com-
fort and ease. Gentlemen, I can not believe the story; can you?

It is also contended by scientists that the atmospheric condi-
tions in and about the region of the pole are not of sufficient
pressure or power to support a human being in an upright po-
gition, and yet Peary states that it was so exhilarating and
bracing as to put renewed life and spirits in them, even to the
extent of causing the dogs of the party to toss their heads,
curl their tails, and emit howls of enthusiasm and satisfaction.
[Laughter.] Can you believe the story, gentlemen? I can not.

We also have a school of scientists who contend that the
North Pole is located in an open sea that never freezes over, and
Lence that the much-sought spot must be reached in a boat of
gome deseription or an air machine of some character.

Another school of scientists insist that the thing that they
* eall the “ North Pole™ is a hole that extends into the interior
surface of the earth, and their reasoning about the matter is
as sound as that of another school that tell us that Mars is
full of canals that were dug by human hands and that the
nights in Saturn are seven years long. Ah, gentlemen, we can
not afford to pin our faith to all of the mythical contentions
and bogus discoveries of theorizing scientists and fake explorers.
If we do, we will soon be as crazy and unreliable as many of
them are. Only a few days ago I read in a paper where a cer-

tain scientist had estimated that there were an even billion
stars in the heavens, and that it was his purpose to count
them. When we consider the great failure one would make in
counting the dots on wall paper in an ordinary room, without
making a mistake in the counting, unless a mark was placed
on each dot as counted, we can understand what a fool's ervand
it would be to undertake to count a billion stars in the sky
without making a mistake, and we know that oniy a erazy man
would undertake such a job. [Laughter.]

Scientists tell us that such mighty mountain chains as the
Rlocky Mountains of our own country are nothing more nor less
than voleanic upheavels of the earth, but common reason teaches
that they are as much a part of the original creation as Mount
Ararat, upoa which Noah's Ark was permitted to rest; Mount
Sinai, upon whose lofty heights was sung, by stainless lips, that
grand refrain “ Peace on earth, good will to man;” and the
mighty Vesuvius that has been spitting forth fire and lava to
the annoynace and destruction of mankind for centuries; and
certain schools of* them tell us that man does not possess a
soul, that they have examined cadaver after cadaver and have
not been able to find a soul case, and hence they reason that if
the goul is the most important part of man there must be some
place that eam be found in the body In which it rests, and that
the failure t=» find a lodging place for it is positive proof that
none exists.

I insist that to accept such scientific teachings as that as frue
would either run us all crazy or convert us Into a viclous set
of murderers, grafters, and fakers, for, without the belief of the
existence of a soul there would be no hope of a future reward
and hence no incentive for living a correct life. I have enumer-
ated a few of the many doctrines taught by scientists for the
purpose of showing that we can not afford to pin our faith to
all of them absolutely, and yet I find as much in them to pin
faith to as I do in Scientist Peary’s narrative of his discovery
of the pole.

He and his friends were loud in discrediting Dr. Cook’s story
of the discovery of the pole and denounced him as a faker and
his story as a “gold brick,” and yet there are many damning
coineidences in ti:e stories told by each of them in regard to
their alleged discoveries. Both of them had attempted to reach
the North Pole before, and each of them on their last attempt
positively asserted that they would discover it that time.
There was nothing in their previous attempts to discover it
that entitled them to express such confidence in the result of
their last exploration. When each of them were well up toward
the pole they got rid of their white companions, and when they
had gotten rid of their white witnesses they greatly inereased
their progress. They both say that the pole is a sea of ice,
and they both made the same statements in regard to the pole,
even to the peculiar color conditions surrounding it, and further,
they confirmed each other in every particular as to the smooth-
ness of the ice and the ability to travel rapidly after their white
witnesses were gone. When all of these coincidences are con-
sidered together they must be accepted as impossibilities, un-
less It is conceded that they both reached the goal. It is more
reasonable to believe, however, that when they were on their
polar expedition together that failed, that it is possible, and
even probable, that after their failure they discussed the prac-
ticability of an explorer freeing himself of white witnesses
who could and would dispute him and claim the discovery of
the pole without a reasonable possibility of the fake ever be-
ing found out than it is to believe that they each discovered it.
Gentlemen, do you believe that either of them discovered it?

Cook, after exposure and reflection, has admitted that he may
have lied about it, and it is the consensus of opinion of a large
body of American citizens that the most manly thing left for
Peary to do is to follow the example set by Cook, just as he
coincidentally paralleled the story told by Cook. But since he
has failed, up to this time, to follow Cook’s example, Il us
casually review his journey, as told by himself, and see what
we can get out of it that will help us in our efforts to render a
righteous verdict in his case. After reaching the land of the
Eskimos he gathered up a number of natives and dogs to assist
him in his discovery and proceeded to Cape Sheridan, where he
abandoned the ship after a winter's rest, and commenced his
overland journey to the pole, accompanied by G intelligent
white men, who could take observations and make soundings,
and 19 ignorant Eskimos, that he said would walk through
hell if he told them to do so, and a negro tool that he charaec-
terized as being as submissive to his will as the fingers of his
own right hand. :

Peary states in his book that on April 1, 1909, Capt. Bartlett,
having traveled northward with him from Cape Columbia
toward the pole, reached latitnde S7° 47", and that thereupon
Capt. Bartlett turned back and returned to Cape Columbia. In
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the same book Peary proceeds to say that after Bartlett turned
back he himself, accompanied by the Negro, Mat Henson, and
four Eskimos, traveled about 130 nautical miles toward the
pole, and that he traveled that distance in about five days,
ending at about 10 o'clock in the forenoon of April 6. At that
time he stopped and made a camp, which he called Camp Jesup,
and before taking any observations he “ reckoned " that he was
in the neighborhood of the pole. Thereupon he says, on page 207
of his book, that—

At approximate local noon of the Columbian meridian I made the
gugtagl’)mrmtlon at our polar ecamp. It indicated our position as

This quoted statement is open to criticism, because no observa-
tion taken a few miles from the pole on April 6, 1909, could
furnish any reliable foundation of ascertainment of latitude
unless that observation was taken at the local noon, or some
other definite point of local time. Mr. Peary’s statements as-
sume that he was on the Columbian meridian, and assume that
“ approximate local noon of the Columbian meridian * was near
enough for practical purposes of observation and calculations.

Dut both of those assumptions were quite unjustifiable. Any

observation taken in the polar regions at “approximate loeal
noon” may vary so much from local noon as to vitiate the
result. But Peary’s assumption that he was on the Columbian
meridian is a still more serious error, unless he had some
means of knowing that he was on the Columbian meridian.
And it appears in his book that he had no means of knowing
that fact; and it also appears that he was, probably, not on the
Columbian meridian at Camp Jesup. His assumption that that
camp was on the same meridian as Cape Columbia implies that
it was exactly north of Cape Columbia. But this implication
has no foundation whatever in Peary’s book. That portion of
his journey between Cape Columbia and Camp Jesup, which
occurred after Bartlett turned back, about 130 miles south from
Camp Jesup, was made in broad daylight, for the sun never
sets in that portion of the polar sea at any time during the
months of April, May, June, July, or August, and the moon
was below the horizon of that portion of the polar sea during
the first week of April, in 1909. There was, therefore, only
two conceivable guides which Peary could use to guide him
from the point where Bartlett turned back directly to the
North Pole. One of those guides would consist in making fre-
quent observations upon the sun and the other would consist
in following the guidance of the mariner’s compass. But the
mariner’s compass in that portion of the polar sea would never
point north, It would point somewhere between south and
southwest, because it would point toward the magnetic pole,
which is in that direction from that region. But this pointing
of the mariner's compass to the magnetic pole would con-
tinually vary between south and southwest as Peary traveled
northward from the point where Bartlett turned back; and he
could not know the degree of that variation at any particular
time without knowing how far north he had traveled since he
last consulted the compass, and without also knowing whether
during that part of his journey he had unintentionally varied
east or west from the due north course. For this reason the
mariner’s compass would not constitute a reliable guide as to
what course to take in traveling northward from the point
where Bartlett turned back toward the pole.
- The only other conceivable guide to follow in trying to travel
directly north would be observations of altitude of the sun
above the horizon, or below the zenith of the sky, from time
to time during the five days that he was traveling northward.
But any observed altitude of the sun would not guide Peary to
the latitude of his point of observation without first guiding
him to the longitude of that point, because the time in the
local day would depend upon the local longitude, and because
the true latitude occupied by the observer could be learned only
by deduection from the true time of the local day. In the region
Peary was traversing the sun is higher at noon than it is at
10 o'clock of the local day, as it is in other regions of the
earth, and therefore no calculation can be based upon its alti-
tude at any particular moment, unless the observer knows at
what particular local time he is making the observation.

Now, it appears in Peary's book that on his way north, from
the point where Bartlett turned back to Camp Jesup, he took no
observations whatever with a view of ascertaining the longitude
and thereby to ascertain the local time. On the contrary, it
appears that he simply assumed that, whenever he took an ob-
servation, he was exactly north of Cape Columbia, and that
when his chronometer, which was set to the time of the Co-
Inmbian meridian, indicated noon it was also noon where he
was. On that gratuitous and unfounded assumption he ap-
pears to have taken observations of the sun at 12 o'clock, ac-
cording to his Columbian chronometer, and then gratuitously

assuming that the sun was at its highest point above the
horizon he calculated what his altitude was at the time of
taking that observation without bothering his mind about longi-
tudinal observations at all.

It results, therefore, from the foregoing explanations, that
Peary did not and could not travel directly northward from
the point where Bartlett turned back, for he utilized no means
whatever of knowing which way to walk over the ice fo reach .
the pole from that point. He was therefore as likely to travel
along a line which, if extended, would take him to the Eastern
Hemisphere 10, 20, or 30 miles to the right of the pole, or to
travel along a line which, if extended, would take him 10, 20,
or 30 miles to the left of the pole, as he was to travel along a
Tine taking him direct to the pole. And if he should happen
to travel along the wrong line and travel 10, 20, or 30 miles, and
then happen to “reckon” that he was out of the proper track
and deviate therefrom to correct his error, he might deviate in
the right direction or he might deviate in the wrong direction.

On the whole, if it is assumed that he did reach, in five days,
a point about 130 nautical miles north of where Bartlett turned
back, it is absolutely certain that he did not and could not
travel that distance in a straight line, and the deviations from
directness which must have characterized that journey must
have increased its distance from 130 miles on an air line to a
much greater distance, and that much greater distance may
have reached 150 or 175 miles, or perhaps 200 miles. Thus
the difficulty which has always existed in believing that he
traveled in five days 130 nauntical miles northward from the
point where Bartlett turned back is much increased by this
explanation, so that whoever believes that Peary reached 89° 577
at 10 o'clock in the forenoon of April 6, 1909, must also believe
that he traveled at least 30 miles a day, and perhaps 40 miles a
day, on the average, during that time.

Now, in view of the fact that no other Arectic explorer in
history ever traveled even 100 miles over the polar ice in five
days, and in view of the fact that Peary was unfortunately
disabled by the absence of all of his toes, except the little-toes,
from making great speed across the ice of the Polar Ocean, it
is very difficult to believe that he did during those five days
travel over that ice nearly twice as fast as anybody else ever
did. The only view upon which such a belief could possibly be
founded would be upon the theory that Peary did not personally
walk much of the time, if at all, during these five days, but was
simply hauled upon one of the sledges driven by Mat Henson
and the Eskimos. But that view is met by the fact that he
states in his book that he walked much of the time, and, indeed,
that he led the march after Bartlett turned back. .

It appears in chapter 32 of Peary’s book that after taking
his observations “at approximate local noon” of the Colum-
bian meridian time at Camp Jesup, of April 6, 1909, he turned
in for a few hours of absolutely necessary sleep, but that he
was awake again at 6 p. m. of Columbian meridian time, when,
however, he was prevented by clouds from taking any observa-
tions. Thereupon he took two Eskimos and, without Henson,
“ pushed on” an estimated distance of 10 miles. At the end of
that trip he says that he took a series of observations at mid-
night of Columbian meridian time, and that those observations
indicated that he was then beyond the pole.

This statement implies very plainly that Peary passed from
the Western to the Eastern Hemisphere during that 10-mile
trip, and was, therefore, on the opposite side of the pole from
Camp Jesup. But it is an open secret that the scientific gen-
tlemen who have made friendly computations in behalf of the
National Geographie Society from Peary’s recorded observations
have found that the observations which he says he took at
the end of the 10-mile journey indicated that the point was in
the Western Hemisphere and was farther away from the pole
than Camp Jesup, being southwest therefrom. Therefore it
plainly appears that Peary did not know at Camp Jesup what
was the true direction of the track which he had traveled
shortly before reaching that point. He evidently supposed that
that backward trail extended from Camp Jesup directly to the
south, and that if he took his 10-mile trip in the opposite di-
rection he would cross from the Western to the Eastern Hemi-
sphere at or near the pole. But it now appears that the attempt
he made to extend his 10-mile track in the same direction re-
sulted in his traveling toward the southwest instead of toward
the pole. And if we assume, as we apparently should, that the
10-mile trip from Camp Jesup was taken on a line with the
trail by which'Camp Jesup was reached we will see that that
trail did not come from the south, but from the northeast. The
only way to reconcile the various statements made by Peary
and deduced from the figures by his friends is to assume that
after Bartlett turned back he wandered over that portion of the
polar ocean which has a diameter of about 260 miles, with the
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pole at the center, without knowing where he was at any par-
ticular time, and that at the end of this wandering he happened
to make a eamp within about 3 miles of the pole. But nobody
can know how far that camp was from the pole, except upon
‘the basis of the figures which he had put down in his note-
book of the apparent elevation of the sun at a time which he
gratuitously assumed to be *““local noon,” but which may have
been 10 o'clock or 11 o'clock before local noon or 1 o'clock or
2 o'clock after local noon, so far as Peary knew or could know.
This total uncertainty of the local time when he took his ob-
servations at Camp Jesup quite vitiates any records he made at
that time of the apparent elevation of the sun.

The expert who deducted the latitude from those figures and
testified before the Naval Affairs Committee to its calculation
and result may have made his ealeulations correctly, but he
could not know that the basis of his calculations were correct,
for I'eary did not present fo them any evidence of the local
time at which he made his observations. Of course, it is diffi-
cult for any observer, no matter how skillful he may be or
what instruments he may have, to ascertain local time at any
point 50 or 100 miles from the pole. But the diffienlty of
proving any particular proposition can not be invoked as a
substitnte for proof of thr+* proposition when it is necessary to
know the truth of the matter. The necessity to ascertain local
time in order to ascertain latitude or longitude 50 or 100 miles
from the pole does not apply to the recognition of presence at the
pole itself. If an observer were to reach that point upon the
earth’s surface, there is a method by which the fact of such
presence could be positively proved without paying any atten-
tion to local time, and, of course, without paying any attention
to longitude. That method would consist simply in measuring
the shadow of a man every 2, 4, or 6 hours during any 24
hours of clear weather, by reference to any chronometer set
to Columbian time or to any other time. If this method were
to be pursued at the pole, all the shadows throughout the 24
hours would be almost exactly of equal length, though mathe-
matically the length would vary slightly and gradually diminish
in April from time to time during the 24 hours.

If Peary had been at the pole on April 6 and 7, in 1909, all
he had to do to enable himself to afterwards prove that fact
to the world would have been to have had Henson stand at a
particular place on the ice at 6 p. m. of April 6, according to
either of his chrenometers, and again six hours later, accord-
ing to the same chronometer, and again six hours later, ac-
cording to the same chronometer, and once more at 6 p. m,
according to the same chronometer, on April 7.

If he had done so, he could have measured Henson's shadow
with a rope, or anything else that would neither contract nor
expand, and having ascertained that all four shadows were al-
most exactly of the same length, he would have known that he
was at the pole. Then he could have made a record of that
transaction and explained it to Henson, and have shown the
record to him, and then, when they returned to the United
States, they could have corroborated each other in verifying the
record by telling that simple test. If Peary had used that test
with that result, the whole world would have been convinced of
his presence at the North Pole, because that is the only spot on
the surface of the globe where the shadows cast by an upright
body, from time to time during 24 hours, would be of almost
exact equal length, except that the same condition would be
true at the South Pole in October, but not in April.

Mat Henson is said to be a fairly intelligent colored man, but
Teary does not claim to have said or shown him anything in
the vieinity of the North Pole which would enable Henson to
corroborate or confradict anything Peary reported relevant to
his latitude at any particular time or relevant to his presence
at the pole at any time. Every man who asks a court to accept
his version of any question of fact is required by law to furnish
the best available evidence to support his contention. And if he
asks the court to decide the issue in his favor from his own
uncorroborated statement, when the ecireumstances are such
that corroboration is practical, if his statement was true, the
absence of corroboration weighs heavily against his contention.

Peary's alleged presence at the North Pole in April, 1909, is
unsupported by any evidence whatever, except his own state-
ment that certain observations on the sun on April 6 and 7 were
correctly recorded in his notebook. That statement does not
amount to evidence, because it is only a self-serving statement
made by a man in his own behalf, and also because, even if the
observations which he made were correctly recorded in his note-
book no man can deduce his presence near the pole from those
observations for the simple reason that he did not take his local
longitude into account at all nor have any means of knowing
the local time at which he took any observation whatever.

Agaln, referring to the friendly computations recently made
by the gentlemen in behalf of the National Geographic Society,
from Peary's recorded observations, it will be observed, from the
hearings recently had by the Naval Affairs Committee, that they
were made by a Mr. Duvall, but were presented to the commit-
tee by Mr. Hugh C. Mitchell, who claimed to have verified them
after Mr. Duvall made them, and who claimed that the obser-
vations furnished by Mr. Peary, from which the computations
were made, could not have bheen made in Washington, New
York, or Boston. But it will be observed that before Mr.
Mitchell was allowed to make his statement before the com-
mittee in regard to the computation of the observations, Mr.
0. H. Tittmann, a member of the committee of the Geographic
Society, who passed upon Peary’s proofs and stated that his
observations could be faked in the city of Washington, had to
stand sponsor for Mr. Mitchell; and hence I am inclined to
think that an unbiased person can not afford to give much eredit
to the statement of Mr. Mitchell when viewed by the fact that
Mr. Peary’s friends upon the committee would not permit him
to be heard until he had been vouched for by Mr. Tittmann, who
had stated before the same committee that Peary's proofs could
be faked. It will be borne in mind that the computations pre-
sented by Mr. Mitchell must have been made at least 20 months
after the alleged discovery of the pole was said to have been
made and therefore must be received in the light of an after-
thought, and we all know what “afterthoughts” mean when
they are used for the purpose of supplying something that was
lacking in the original.

Mr. Mitchell was cautious enough to say, however, in re-
sponse to a question as to whether it was possible to have made
the figures embraced in the observations submitted by Peary in
Washington, New York, or Boston, that that was a matter of
opinion, but that he believed all men who had had much ex-
perience in computing would agree with him that such things
could not be faked. He admitted that Peary's observations
were imperfect. Infact, stated that there was no such thing as
perfect observations, but stated that if he had enough inaccurate
observations he could figure out correct observations. Such state-
ments, I am sure, will not appeal to anyone who thinks for
himself, unless the degree of inaccuracy of the observations is
known. In fact, Mr. Mitchell's testimony from start to finish
indicates rank presumption and wild guesswork concerning
everything he did in connection with the computation of the
observations submitted by Peary. He even guessed at the time
of the chronometer that Peary had with him at the pole when
he knew that “time” at that point was the most material
feature connected with the observations made during the 30
hours that Peary claims to have been at the pole. He contended
that he had found Peary’s time at the pole in face of the fact
that experts had examined the chronometer before Peary left
New York and predicted that it would run slow, but when re-
turned to the same experts for examination, after Mr. Peary's
return, it disclosed that it had actually gained time. And yet,
upon such guesswork, wild speculations, and unreasonable as-
sumptions, we are asked to find that Peary was at the pole
according to the computations of Mr, Mitehell. No: I will not
say “at the pole,” because, with all of his guessing, speculations,
and assumptions, he could not get him nearer than 1% miles of
the pole.

I am advised that in order to obtain correct observations at
or near the pole the time must be accurate and that the sun’s
altitude must be correctly fixed, and that such timepieces as
Peary carried nunder ordinary conditions were not correct enough
for ordinary observations, and that in the Arctie the conditions
are extraordinary; that the instruments for weeks are thrown
about upon the rough trail of pack ice and that the delieate
mechanism is subjected to temperatures ranging from that of
the body, at plus 98° F., to 75° below the freezing point, a
change of over 100° F., that under such conditions the expan-
sion and contraction of metals render accuracy impossible, and
hence any pretended ascertainment of time at the pole after a
journey of over 400 miles over a rough course of ice and a
hard climate would have to be based upon the wildest kind
of a guess., With the guesswork time that Peary claimed to
have had with him at the pole he claims to have taken some of
his observations when the sun was less than 7° above the
horizon. 2

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to notify the gentle-
man from Arkansas that he has consumed one hour of his time,
He may proceed.

Mr. MACON. Thank you. Well-informed navigators insist
that observations of the sun when less than 7° above the
horizon, under the best of conditions, in temperate climates
where centuries have taught us rules for correction, ecan not
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be considered seriously. It seems that in the Arctic this prob-
lem nssumes a still more serious aspect.

The temperature is low and the air, over a moving sea of ice,
is eharged with frozen humidity, and the atmesphere is also
arranged in stratas of varying temperature and density, all of
which so distorts the sun’s rays that no correct allowance ean
be made for refraction, and it is insisted that this is not a
matter of slight inaccuracy, but can be a matter of degrees.
Therefore, because of imperfect time and unknowable refraction,
we ean not regard ecbservations of the sun as being of value in
proving a position on the polar sea. It is insisted that if an
observer is far enough north to have only 7° for a meridian
altitude of the sun, that it is impossible for one to get his hori-
zon. They contend that his visible horizon is obstructed by land
or hremlocks of ice, or both, and, of course, is useless and that
he can not bring an artificial horizon into play with a 7° alti-
tude, for at such an angle he would only get a streak of light
aercss it, but that he weuld have to have an altitude of 17° to
20° to get a true reflection of the sun’s disk under favorable
weather conditions. Thus it will be seen that with guess-
work time any observations taken at such low altitude as
Peary claims to have taken his, renders them within the im-
possibilities.

Explorers, navigators, and scientists also contend that lati-
tude observations on the sun can be manufactured and can not
be detected unless there should be a contradiction or an error
in the distance traveled between stations, but that a reasonably
shrewd person could adjust the distances so that they wounld
tally with the observations. They also contend that the ad-
miralty chart shows that at Cape Columbia the magnetic needle
makes an angle of 136° with the true north, and that this
may vary as one moves toward the pole, and hence it would
be impossible to use the needle with any confidence unless its
variations were tested on the way, and that if the tests were
made by the sun at midnight an error of the chronometer
would give a wrong direction. ‘Therefore, when we consider
the contentions of these men of learning and experience, how
unreasonable it is to ask the public to believe that Peary's re-
ports of his straight and rapid travel to the pole, of his ob-
servations and soundings, are of such a character as to carry
conviction of his discovery of the pole.

Let us pursue his sc-called proofs a little further and see
what we can find in them that has not been disclosed.

He states that he remained around and about the pole from 10
a, m. of April 6, 1909, until 4 p. m. of April 7, when he began his
homeward jouwrney; that he took a number of observations
while there; that the weather during his stay at the pole was
calm and cloudless, but two pictures of the flags that he hoisted
while there, that appear on pages 284 and 290 of his book,
contradict his statement as to the calmness of the weather, for
they appear to have been struck by a gale, and those that ap-
pear on page 208 contradict his statement as to the clearness
of the weather, for they appear to have been taken when the
sgky was overcast by clouds.

His statement as fo conditions being “ealm and cloudless”
are significant when we consider the fact that it was necessary
for them to be so if any scientific value is to be attached to the
observations that he claimed to have made. But of all the
remarkable and impossible things that he claims to have done
seems to have been done “ between sleeps,” while he was at or
near the pole. He says that after taking an observation at
noon on April 6 he took a short nap, as he was immensely
fatigued, but could not sleep long. At 6 p. m. of April 6, same
day, he was up and out again. After this sleep he says he went
10 miles beyond the camp, reaching there at midnight, where he
took observations and returned to the camp again at 6 a. m.
of April T; thence started out again 8 miles toward the right
and returned in time to make a noon observation and to start
back for land at 4 p. m., taking a sounding of 1,500 fathoms,
and reaching camp 26 in good time on April 7. This is
reckoned by explorers and navigators to make a total distance
of 72 miles traveled between sleeps, which is equal to 828
gtatute miles, and, allowing 10 per cent for detours, and so
forth, would make 91.8 statute miles traveled between sleeps,
when, according to his own statement, he was so fatigued the
day before that he could not sleep very much, and it must be
understood that, while doing this, he alleges that he stopped
long enough to make 13 observations and an attempted sound-
ing of 1,500 fathoms. Is it possible for anyone to believe that
a human being could travel over a distance of 91.8 miles, over
broken fields of ice, make 13 observations, and make a sounding
of 1 miles deep between sleeps? I insist that such a thing
can not be done, and no one who has any knowledge of the
limitations upon human endurance will for a moment contend
that it can be done.

There are some things that we can not afford to believe; if we
do, it would be a reflection upon our intelligence. For instance,
if a hundred witnesses were to swear that they saw a man
stand flatfooted and leap over the Capitol Building we would
know at once that the testimony was false because the feat
would be a physical impossibility. If I were to walk into the
House some morning, just as the Speaker rapped his gavel for
order, and inform Members that I had walked to Baltimore and
back since breakfast, and were to exhibit a copy of the Balti-
more Sun as proof of my statement, no one would believe it
because they would know that the act was a physical impos-
sibility, and so when Mr. Peary says he traveled the great
distance that he did between sleeps, made 13 observations and
a sounding of 1,500 fathoms, we at once know that it could not
be true because such a thing would be beyond human endur-
ance and accomplishment. Time will not permit me to dwell at
length upon this man’s wonderful traveling record, so I will
have to call attention to the strange facts of his wonderful
speed of travel from the very day that Capt. Bartlett left him
until he returned to the same point and thence on to Cape
Columbia, when he was traveling over unknown ice seas with
his negro valet, whom he said was as submissive to his will as
the fingers of his right hand, and the four Eskimos, that he
declared would walk through hell for him if he told them to do
g0, and then cite a few instances of polar travels made by other
explorers and leave that part of his case with you to be settled
as, in your judgment, may appear to be right as between the
people you represent and a self-alleged discoverer who has
furnished nothing of a substantial character in connection with
his discovery that is really worthy of being called proofs.

According to his own writings upon the subject, he traveled to
Cape Columbia from the point where Bartlett left him, a dis-
tance of 281 miles in 31 days, or an average of 9.6 miles per
day. This was not as good an average as was made by Dr.
Cook in the same latitude, he having trveled 15.3 miles per day.
The most remarkable part of Mr. Peary's statement, however,
is the number of miles he said he traveled every day after Capt.
Bartlett turned back, when no white man was with him to wit-
ness his feat, his only companions being the negro, Mat Henson,
wheo served him for 20 years in the capaecity of a servant, and
the four Eskimes just mentioned, and, strange to say, all of
his greatest marches were north of the Bartlett Camp over a
territory that, according to his statemenf, no man had ever
traveled before. He claims that in going to the pole and return-
ing to Cape Columbia, a distance of 545 miles, he made an
average of more than 26 miles per day for five days, or until he
reached the pole, a distance of 132 miles from the point where
Bartlett twmrmed back; and 44 miles per day from the pole back
to Bartlett's camp, or, to be specific, 132 miles in three days and
more than 24 miles per day for 16 days from the pole back to
Cape Columbia, a distance of 413 miles, the latter being almost
three times as great an average as he made with his supperting
parties. The last three days of his travel of 132 miles from the
pole to Bartlett’s camp he says he made 44 nautical miles per
day. or over 50 statute miles, not counting detours, and so forth,
and that was done at the end of a fatiguing journey of 545
miles. An important question to be considered here is: Could
the dogs, in their fatigned condition, haul loaded sleds of more
than 500 pounds weight for so great a distance for so many
days in succession over a rough and badly ridged field of ice?
Consider the impossibility of making such great speed under
such adverse circnmstances,

It is much more reasonable to believe that instead of Peary
going to the pole and back, a distance of 264 miles, that he
actually turned back at Cape Columbia the day after Bartlett
left him. If he had done so, he would have had 21 days at his
disposal to make the trip to Cape Columbia in and to make the
trip back fo Cape Columbia in 21 days, which took him 31 days
on his outward march, he would have to travel 13.3 miles per
day, or an average of more than 4 miles per day greater than
he made over the same latitudes going north. It is much
easier to believe that he did turn back than it is to believe that
he traveled north five marches after Bartlett left him, or eight
marches north and south, which brought him back to the same
point, when compared with anything heretofore recorded in
polar history. There were only two days in all of Dr. Cook’s
marches in which he made as much as 26 miles per day, and
one of them was the day he started from land, on March 18,
when he and his dogs were fresh, and then he only made 26
miles, and the other was on March 21, when he made 29 miles
by traveling 14 hours. Every condition being favorable, he
made a forced march of 14 hours and covered a distance of 29
miles for one day only, as compared with an average of 44 miles
per day made by Peary in three successive days of less than 14
hours. It was reported that Cook fell asleep while his igloo
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was being built after his 29-mile march, which indicates that
the limit of human endurance, under exceptionally favorable
conditions, over an ice field had been reached.

When Cook returned from his search for the pole and re-
ported that he had discovered it and that in doing so he had
traveled as high as 24 miles a day over polar ice, it is stated
that Admiral Melville gave out an interview to the press stat-
ing that 24 miles a day over polar ice was an impossibility,
and yet when Peary reported a much greater average than Cook
had claimed to have traveled, this same distinguished gentle-
man congratulated Peary upon the great average that he had
made and upon his discovery, but he did not possess that degree
of decency that would naturally prompt him to apologize to
Cook for the criticism that he had passed upon his claim of
speed.

Peary’s report, to the effect that he could only make 9.6 miles
per day, on an average, with his ideal equipment, consisting of
plenty of dogs and sleds in splendid condition, with an abundant
supply of good food and a party of companions unequaled in
arctic history, with advance divisions to break his path and
build igloos in which to sleep, so-that at the end of each march
he could instantly retire and rest, conserving his energy, is very
convincing to my mind that that was about as great an average
distance as it was possible for human beings to travel over a
polar ice field for so many consecutive days; but as soon as he
was left with his negro companion, Mat Henson, and the four
Esquimos, with their own road to break and igloos to build, he
says he averaged over 26 mileg every day thereafter until he
reached Cape Columbia, a distance of 545 miles in 21 days. Un-
less T have been misinformed, the‘editor of the National Geo-
graphie Society says that 4 miles per day is considered a fair
day’s average over polar ice, although Cagni made 7 miles,

George Kennan, in the Outlook, states that he believes that
the highest record made by a sledging party in a single season
was about 11 degrees, and yet Peary says that he made more
than 9 degrees in 22 days. Gen. A. W. Greely, in his Hand-
book of Arctic Explorations, on pages 155 and 156, says
MeClintock, already famous as the greatest of arctic sledgmen,
surpasses himself in a journey remarkable for its distance, dura-
tion, and sucecess, consisting of 1,661 miles in 145 days, or an
average of about 114 miles per day. On page 182 of the same
book he says:

Peary thinks he can travel 900 miles to the North Pole and return
between February and June, which would be an average of about 7.4
miles per day.

On page 208, referring to Sverdrup, Gen. Greely says that—

Sledding conditions were favorable to the extent that they were un-
surpassed in polar work and field service and unusually free from the
usual privations and hardships of arctic journeys. he areas over
which he traveled were free from pressure. ridges, so that he usually
made from 12 to 15 miles per day. :

On page 230, he says, speaking of Lockwood :

The average daily travel to this point was 9 miles, the greatest ever
made by man gower in a very high latitude on an extended journey.
It was within 23 miles of the average attained 600 miles to the south
over ordinary ice by the great arctie sledgeman, McClintock.

It therefore appears from the history of polar travels, just
referred to, that from 10 to 12 miles per day on the average is
considered the limit of human endurance on a journey over
polar seas, unless Peary and his Eskimo and Negro witnesses,
who claimed to have traveled a distance of 545 miles, not in-
cluding detours from a straight line, eclipsing every known
record and averaging more than 26 miles per day, can be con-
gidered as much superior to other human beings of their day
and time, as Sampson is reputed to have been superior to those
of his day and time.

When one seriously thinks of Peary’s claim of having walked
a distance of 545 miles, over slippery ice and yielding snow,
averaging about 26 miles per day, and on three of the days an
average of 44 miles, with four Eskimos and a Negro, bundled up
in Arctic clothing, with their feet loaded down with snowshoes
weighing about 4 pounds each, it is simply astounding. It must
be remembered that these are nautical miles and on a straight
line from point to point.

If any detours were made or pressure ridges climbed, they
should be added to the distance to the pole, as well as 15 per
cent for statute miles, which would carry them up to almost
unbelievable figures. In view of Peary's astounding claim of
speed, it appears necessary to closely examine his records in
connection with them and to note the difference in the langnage
used, the different style employed by him in his narrative from
the day Bartlett left him. He seems to have been possessed
with that “ potent charm * that he claims to have followed him
on his journey. On the day Bartlett turned back he had a little
talk with himself as he walked to and fro, and made the proph-
ecy, with remarkable intuition, that he would reach the pole

in five marches, arriving there before noon, and would spend
that afternoon in making observations, which he afterwards
reported to have done to the very hour, It could not have been
the smooth ice and snow that prompted his prophecy, for he
says that—

The floes were large and old, hard and clear, and were surrounded
by pressure ridges, some of which were almost stupendous.

If the ice floes were large and old, hard and clear, and sur-
rounded by pressure ridges, some of which were almost stu-
pendous, how was it possible for him to have prophesied that he
could travel over such an uninviting field at an average of about
26 miles per day? Gentlemen, do you believe him when he
says that he lived up to the prophecy to the very hour?

After the attention of Peary's friends had been ealled to the
extravagant distances claimed to have been made by him they
undertook to justify his contentions by singling out other sledge
trips that had been made under different circumstances and
conditions to be used in comparison with his, and consequently
in justification of his claims, but in making comparisons for
the purpose of arriving at the truth as to the rates of speed
made by Peary marches should be compared with marches,
distances with distances, averages with averages, geographical
miles with geographical miles, statute miles with statute miles,
and conditions with conditions.

To mix these indiscriminatey and skilfully, without regard
to the truth, is to confuse the mind and becloud the matter under
consideration. His friends, in trying to bolster up his position
and becloud the subject, used marches in their descriptions when
convenient, hours when more convenient, and they compare stat-
ute miles with geographical miles, and they compare empty
sledge trips over beaten tracks on land or across bays adjoining
lands, with those of Peary over frozen ice floes. Everyone knows
that with an empty sled, on beaten roads, with plenty of rested
dogs, a vigorous driver with a whip, rushing along at a gallop,
enormous speed can be made on a single trip, if it is not too
long. They refer to several trips between Cape Columbia and
the Roosevelt, but all of these are measured by statute miles
and are made with empty sleds on beaten tracks, and hence
can not furnish an honest comparison to the trips made by
Peary over an arctic sea. In order to understand the compari-
sons they made between Cape Columbia and the Roosevelt, it
must be understood that during the autumn months, when the
Roosevelt was a prisoner in the ice, they bhad to exercise and
train the dogs, and also the men, to gather up food. Hunting
excursions were frequently made, too. The stores for the polar
dash were, during this time, placed at Cape Columbia, six depots
being established for this purpose, averaging 15 miles apart.
The sledges returned to the Roosevelt empty. What sport was
indulged in on these trips, what racing contests were had, and
what speed made can only be imagined. Perhaps the friends
of Mr. Peary have this information, but the public has not.
Another one of the unfair comparisons used by his friends is
to be found on page 304 in Peary's Nearest the Pole. He
states that he had learned of the desertion of one of his men
on arrival at the camp, and knowing it to be essential to pre-
vent a recurrence of this kind, he pushed on to Cape Wilkes,
camped, and turned in after a 25-hour day; slept three hours,
and then started with an empty sledge, eight picked dogs, and
an Eskimo driver to overtake his man.

He says that he was found at Cape Louis Napoleon, and, after
receiving a lesson, was taken back with him to the ship. He
says that the distance from Cape Wilkes to the * windward”
was 60 nautical miles—as traveled by him along the ice and
across the bays, not less than 90 statute miles—and the distance
was covered in 23 hours and 20 minutes in actual traveling,
which was equal to 8.8 statute miles per hour. Thus it will be
seen that with an empty sled, eight picked dogs, an Eskimo
driver, in a race of 23 hours and 20 minutes after a deserter, is
used to illustrate “one march” in a comparison with Peary’s
marching over polar ice on foot mear the pole. Is this com-
parison a fair one, even though it shows only about one-half as
fast traveling as Peary claims to have made near the pole?
Is this an honest endeavor on the part of Peary’s friends to
disclose the truth covering a mystery of international interest?
It will be strange, indeed, if you gentlemen do not discern the
unblushing masquerade that they are attempting to deceive the
people with, when .they are really hungering for the truth.
They publish to the world, after such unfair comparisons, that
Peary actually traveled in three days, on leaving the pole, 132
nautical miles, or 44 miles per day, or 50.6 statute miles per
day, as a2 minimum distance on an air line, not allowing a hair's
breadth diversion, and if an estimate of 10 per cent is added
thereto for detours, diversions, ascensions, and descensions over
uneven surfaces, it would make 55.6 statute miles per day. But
the most ridiculous extremes to which Peary's friends have
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gone in the matter of making comparisons of other sledge
journeys with those claimed to have been made by Peary is
where they make use of distances made on mail routes in
Alaska, where the dogs were either rested or exchanged at con-
venient intervals, as horses used on the old stagecoaches in this
country years ago were rested or exchanged at intervals, and
those made in dog races in Alaska, and the gentleman’s recent
feat of walking 55 miles in three days, or marches, on a nice
smooth pavement or gravel road in the District of Columbia.
Such comparisons are really too ridiculous to even be repeated,
but I thought that Members of the House ought to have the
benefit of them in arriving at the real truth of this matter.

Peary's report of his soundings, that the National Geographic
Society said they considered in connection with his discovery of
the pole, is about as ridiculous and unbelievable as his alleged
speed of travel. As stated before, he did not take a sounding
after he passed 85° 23’ on his trip north., He reports to have
attempted to make some, but they were not successful. The
mest absurd attempt, however, he claims to have made was
upon his return march, 5 miles south of the pole. He claims
to have nsed a wire twenty-eight one-thousandths of an inch
with a weight of 14 pounds at the end of it and to have made
an attempted sounding of 1,500 fathoms, 1§ miles deep, in the
Arctic Ocean with an April current to contend with. Do
you not think it pertinent to inguire of the scientific board
that passed upon his proofs as to what scientific value they
could possibly give to a sounding of 1% miles in an April cur-
rent with a wire of the dimension of twenty-eight one-thqn-
sandths of an inch and a weight of 14 pounds at the end
of it. The chances are that the wire would be as nearly
horizontal as perpendicular, for the current would sweep
such a weight in that depth of water along until it would,
perhaps, extend far out under the ice; and, to my mind, the
fact of the wire having broken, and his having lost both wire
and weight as he attempted to reel it in demonstrates in an im-
portant degree that the wire, instead of going down perpendic-
ularly, was swept by the current in a horizontal degree under
the ice and that in attempting to reel it in the ice caused it to
break. Navigators inform me that such a sounding as he
claims to have made at this point would, to an ordinary
navigator, be valueless, and yet this naval officer of 29 years’
experience has submitted it to the confiding world in the in-
terest of science, The gentleman must have had some doubt of
its efficacy himself, for in submitting his report to the Govern-
ment upon it he said:

If such request is permissible, I will respectfully request that this
profile and complete set of soundings be not published at present.

He must have considered them absurd and valueless himself
or he would not have attempted to impose an injunction of
gecrecy upon them. Ah, gentlemen, in all seriousness I ask,
What proofs has Peary furnished that would justify Congress
in proclaiming him the discoverer of the North Pole that could
not be furnished from Washington, according to Messrs. Gan-
nett and Tittmann, two of a subcommittee of three of the Na-
tional Geographic Society that ascertained that he did discover
it? If Peary had made a complete sounding, which he did not
do, or had discovered land, which he did not do, according to
his own statements, these would have been facts subject to
review by future explorers and the trnth in time be known,
but &= the matter ncw stands he has not furnished a particle
of proof of his discovery that could not be faked right in
Washington, according to Messrs. Gannett and Tittmann.

It is true that after 20 months of waiting and preparation
the Committee on Naval Affairs were furnished with a re-
computing of the records of his observations, but I am advised
by explorers, navigators, and scientists that that would be no
evidence of where he had been if the computations were found
to be correct. I am advised that his instruments are not evi-
dence of his having reached the pole; that his story, which
could have been written at Bartlett’s Camp or on the Roosevelt,
can not be accepted as satisfactory proof of his having been to
the pole. Then why all of the gentleman’s pretense of secrecy
abont his proofs that he would not allow Congress to see until
some “ cashing in” arrangement had been made?

It has been argued by the friends of Peary that the three
men who signed the report ascertaining that he did discover
the pole were better qualified than any committee of Congress
to pass upon the instruments used and records made by him,
and that they certified to a waiting world that they had ex-
amined the instruments used and the records made and found
them frue.

May I ask who these three men are? Are they independent
scientists, who dared to stake their reputations upon a false-
hood, or upon a superficial examination of the facts? I insist
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not, But they have dared to stake their reputations upon either
a falsehood or upon a superficial examination of the facts and
in view of the certain exposures that will be made of those
matters by scientists, it is my belief that their findings will re-
act upon them and that their places in history will be as
humiliating as they will be certain and fixed.

According to Peary's statements before the Naval Affairs
Committee, his movements after Bartlett turned back were as
uncertain, unstable, and as unreliable as the wind. He took no
observations except at or near the pole, and hence his every
act or movement was based upon guesses and estimates. Every-
thing seemed to be of a negative or indefinite character from
the time Bartlett turned back until his final appearance before
the Geographic Society in Washington, that passed upon his
proofs.

He said that he did not remember to have told anyone of his
discovery upon his return, except Bartlett, and I have heard of
no one who ever heard of his having told Bartlett of it until
he made the statement before the committee, Messrs. Gannett
and Tittmann said that there was no evidence before them of his
ever having told anyone that he had discovered the pole until
he flashed his wire to New York to that effect, and that was
only done after he had heard that Cook had reported, a short
time before, that he had discovered the pole. Gentlemen will
bear in mind that he insisted that this was the crowning glory
of his life, the most important event of his existence, and yet
there is no evidence, except his self-serving statement, that he
had ever disclosed his discovery to anyone until after he heard
that Dr. Cook claimed to have discovered the pole. He says
that he met Mr, Whitney on his way home, but that he does
not remember to have talked to him about his discovery at all
and that he does not remember whether Whitney even asked
him anything about it.

Think of it, gentlemen! This man had been engaged in the
crowning act of his life and claims to have been successful, and
he knew that Mr. Whitney, himself a sportsman and explorer,
knew that he had been in search of the pole for nearly a year,
and then, when he met him in an isolated land, where men
would be only too glad to converse about the things that were
nearest to their hearts, he does not remember to have even
hinted at the matter to Whitney or whether Whitney hinted at
the matter to him. Do you think that an act of an ordinary
man in dealing with the supreme affair of his life?

He does not remember whether the National Geographic So-
cliety requested him to submit his proofs or whether he asked
that they be considered by it; when it was agreed that he was
to appear and submit them, he did not even remember what
time of day he reached Washington; that he did not remember
when or where he first saw the members of the Geographie
Bociety; that he thought he saw them at Admiral Chester's
house in the evening of the day he arrived in Washington, but
did not remember who was there. He said that he thought he
submitted his journal that he kept upon his trip to the society
for its consideration, but that he did not remember whether any
of them read it through or not. Messrs. Gannett and Tittman
stated that the reports they had before them when they passed
upon his case were made upon independent slips of paper, and
they did not remember to have seen any diary or journal.
Peary stated that he did not remember when the committee
examined his instruments, but that he thought it was done at
night at the railroad station in Washington; but he did not
remember to what extent the examination was made. Think of
it, gentlemen! Do you think that if you were trying to have the
crowning act of your life consummated that you would not have
some definite knowledge about anything that was done in con-
nection with its consummation? Do you really believe that this
man knew nothing of a positive character about the matter, or,
rather, do you believe that he was afraid to make a positive
statement, for fear he would be flatly contradicted by others,
and in that way his whole story repudiated to the letter?

The gentleman exhibited to the committee a little book that
he said was the journal or a diary of his trip; said that he pre-
pared it in his igloo each night before retiring, but he refused
to leave the book with the committee, saying that it had never
been out of his possession, and that he did not eare for it to get
out of his possession, and when one considers its clean appear-
ance, after having made the long journey that he claims to have
made, and under the trying conditions that he claims to have
existed, and under the circumstances surrounding his oppor-
tunity for preparing and keeping it, no very great surprise conld
be felt as to why he did not want it to get out of his possession.
He claimed that his chief food was pemmiecan, and that it con-
sisted of about 30 per cent grease; that he held it with his hand
when he ate it, and hence grease and smear must have been
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left on his hand, and yet he prepared his diary with that hand
and never made a single smear upon a single page of the entire
book while he was doing it. Such a thing may have been possi-
ble, but I do not believe it.

It is much more reasonable to believe that he prepared it in
some office after his return home than it is to believe that he
prepared it in an igloo under the circumstances and eonditions
described by him. Another strange and unbelievable part of his
narrative, as detailed in the hearings before the committee, was
that he did not discover any current in the Arctic Ocean. From
the description he gave from the many leads he encountered on
his trip, caused by the parting of ice 20 or 25 feet thick, it was
supposed that a current of water beneath the ice caused such a
pressure as it swept along that it parted the ice and made the
leads, but he insisted that the thick ice was parted by the wind;
but full credit can not be given to that statement because of the
discredit that he himself plaeced upon it by saying that when
they were going to the pole they marked their track at inter-
vals by placing tin cans upon ice ridges, so that they could
readily see them on their return trip.

It is absurd to think that a wind that was strong enough to
break ice 20 or 25 feet thick would not blow every can off of an
jce ridge that it was possible for his party to place upon them,
and not only blow them off, but blow them so far and in so
many directions as to completely destroy their efficacy as guides
upon the homeward trail. If his story about the wind being
powerful enough to part the ice is true, then the story about the
cans sitting upon ice ridges for several days unmolested by the
wind ean not be true. But in order to understand the signifi-
cance of both stories it is necessary to know that the ice-parting
story was told to overcome the suggestion of a current in the
sea that would interfere with his making a sounding 1} miles
deep, and the story about the tin cans sitting upon ice ridges
for several days was told to explain how it was that he could
travel so rapidly on his homeward journey, they being used as
guide posts, and in that way preventing any loss of time in a
search for his trail.

I have given more time and thought to this alleged discovery
than I have to any other public gquestion that I remember to
have undertaken to investigate in my whole life, and the more
I have investigated and studied the story the more thoroughly
convinced have I become that it is a fake pure and simple.
There is an old saying that it takes many men of many minds
to make a world, and in order to place a frue estimate upon the
acts of men it is necessary for us to take into account the dif-
ferent dispositions of the “many men of many minds” men-
tioned in the old adage. I have had some men to tell me that
they believed Peary discovered the pole, because they could not
understand how a man in his position in life would make a
claim of having discovered it unless he had really done so. That
kind of a statement presupposes that men oceupying responsi-
ble positions in life always tell the truth about their achieve-
ments, but we can not afford to accept that kind of a supposi-
{ion as a true guide about the acts of men, it makes no differ-
ence how important the position or how high the standing held
by them.

yIn our own country we have had men in all stations of life
to commit deeds that were damnable, and it seems that in many
instances the more exalted the position or standing the more
outrageous the deed. While time will not permit me to enumer-
ate them, every Member upon the floor of the House can call
to mind some case that has come under his direct observation
where men have become so crazed with a desire to accomplish
a certain end that they would resort to any act, commit any
deed and deliver themselves of any utterance that would enable
them to accomplish their desire. Benedict Arnold, who was
loved and trusted by all Americans, who had never been sus-
picioned by anyone, turned traitor to his country for a commis-
sion in the British Army; Aaron Burr, who had an absorbing
desire to be a ruler, after having been honored by a confiding
constitnency, attempted to divide the nation that had honored
him with a Vice Presidency in an effort fo accomplish his pur-
pose of being at the head of a government; and only a few years
ago a bright officer of the United States Army, who was en-
trusted with an important commission, robbed the Government
of several millions of dollars and paid the penalty therefor by
serving a term of years in the penitentiary, and so it can be
seen that men occupying high positions of state and in society
will sometimes do things that no one can account for until the
deed is done. Peary seemed to have been possessed of an in-
satiable desire to explore the Arctics and, if possible, to discover
the North Pole. For 23 years he has been roaming over the
ice fields of the North, and his desire to accomplish his pur-
pose apparently grew upon him as the years went by, and, in
my judgment, he reached a point where he was determined to
accomplish it at all hazards, and having arrived at that deter-

mination he set about to do it at any cost. He had made 8o
many trips and had reached an age where he knew that what
he did must be done, if done by him, in a short span of time,
and hence he proceeded to make his arrangements to discover
the pole—pole or no pole. 8o when he reached a point farther
north than he had ever been before he deliberately rid himself
of every witness who could or would dispute his claim of dis-
COVETY.

He said that Capt. Bartlett had been very useful to him in
many ways and that he wanted him to go farther north with
him than any white man had ever gone because of the great
assistance he had been to him, but that he did not want him to
share the glory of the discovery with him, and hence sent him
back and proceeded northward with only such witnesses as he
said would walk through hell for him if he sould tell them
to do so, or were as pliant to his will as the fingers of his right
hand. Thus conditioned, there was nothing to prevent him from
loafing around in that region for a few days and then returning
to the United States and proclaiming his wonderful digcovery.
He ean not excuse his action of sending Bartlett back by claim-
ing that he did it because he did not want him to share the
glory of the discovery with him, because he knew that it was
the Peary expedition that was making the exploration and
that if he bhad had 1,000 men with him he would have received
the crowning glory of the discovery. He knew that Columbus
had discovered the West Indies and that he had quite a con-
course of associates with him; and he knew that none of them
shared the glory of the discovery with him. He knew that
Amerigo Vespucci discovered the continent upon which we live,
and which bears his name, and that he had a host of companions
with him and that none of them shared the glory of his dis-
covery with him. He knew that when Magellan discovered the
straits that bear his name he was surrounded with explorers
none of whom ever shared the glory of the discovery with him;
and he knew that De Soto had a little army with him when he
discovered the Mississippi River, but that none of them have
ever been associated with him in that discovery, and hence I
repeat that it will not do for him to say that he got rid of
Bartlett because he did not want him to share the glory of
the discovery of the pole with him. If that was his only excuse
for turning Bartlett back, then he is a meaner man than I ever
expected to see in this life. I can not understand the depth
of meanness that one would have to possess that would cause
them to treat a loyal and faithful companion as Peary treated
Bartlett in order to keep him from sharing a small per cent of
the glory of the discovery of the pole. I would not treat a dog
that mean, much less a man. ;

Peary’s mind can not, of course, be read, nor can it be inter-
preted how or why he decided upon the report that he has made
upon the discovery, but certain conclusions can be drawn there-
from, and I will here present a few of them for the considera-
tion of the House,

Before Bartlett made his last march nearly every day’'s report
indicated a serious condition in the ice movements, conditions
in some respects not unlike those he found in the voyage pre-
vious, when he was obliged to turn back, resolving to make
another attempt later; but this trip, as he has often said, was
to be his last, win or lose.

But he sees clearly that to proceed much farther would be
massacre. The distance yet to travel is 133 miles to the pole
and 413 miles from the pole back to Cape Columbia. It is the
1st of April; whatever speed has been made to this point under
so many favorable conditions can not possibly be expected
henceforth.

Remembering that 4 miles per day is an average of polar
sledging work and assuming the possibility of maintaining it,
it would bring him back to land in 136 days, or on the 14th
day of August.

The possibility of eseaping from the polar pack under these
circumstances across the disintegrating ice in the summer cur-
rent is absolutely out of the guestion. To attempt it would be
deliberate suicide on his part, with the certain death of all his
forces. ;

Revolving the situation in his mind and the inexorable condi-
tions that were now unfolded to him in their awful reality, he
determined that there were but three alternatives from which
to choose in this parting of the ways:

First. To openly acknowledge failure and the sad termination
of a polar career, with the remote, but humiliating, possibility
of Cook's return in triumph and to the glory of the one achieve-
ment that had been the hope and the ambition of his life,

Second. To proceed to a martyr's death.

Third. Tmposture, with riches, renown, and eternal glory.

The temptation is colossal. Less than this has wrecked
greater men. It isa “gold brick ” to the public, but everlasting
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fame to one who embraces it. It is an enormous price. It is
an opportunity never again to be presented. He accepts it.

Having determined on a course of action, he must be sure and
certain of his work. Conscience is easily soothed.

To proceed to the pole, even though successful, with all its
trials, risks, physical and mental strains, what is it, after all,
in the last analysis, but entries in a diary?

The achievement can not possibly be proven to the world,
who can not witness it, and may be doubted in any event; why
sacrifice so much for fickle humanity at this age of life?

A diary can be fixed here and now, or elsewhere and at some
other time, if managed right.

Mat Henson, a body servant of 23 years' service, has grown
up to be absolutely subservient to his dominating mind, without
even a wish or thought to do anything but to serve it faithfully.
Peary is safe with him.

Neither Henson nor the Eskimos need see or know or have
any means of knowledge as to directions or distances or time,
If a statement is made in their presence, it is and must be ac-
cepted without a word, without a question, and is willingly
accepted, as they are only there to serve implicitly. He says:
“They are as obedient to my will as the fingers of my right
hand.”

But Bartlett, what of him? He is a man of thought, of ob-
servation, and of responsibility. There's the rub.

In a matter of deception it is unsafe to place confidence in a
man of his integrity and capacity.

In matters of this import, in a crisis like this, whatever be
necessary to success, the end justifies the means.

Emperors, kings, queens, princes have, with less temptation,
resorted to murder, direct and indirect, in a multitude of ways.

Bartlett must be gotten rid of whatever else may be after-
wards considered.

Bartlett is ordered to return. He is very anxious to go far-
ther. It is a sad disappointment to him; but he is an officer
and obeys his leader.

Bartlett himself is, of course, ignorant of the purpose in
Peary's mind. He is yet-necessary to Peary in many ways, and
will be in the future. His friendship is all important and all
efforts must be made to preserve it. Praise, hearty apprecia-
tion, must always be expressed for his great services, even to
flattery if it serves. He will be a bulwark, if a time of stress
and controversy ever appears.

This part of the problem being successfully solved, the next

and only serious one remaining, not wholly in Peary’s power to |

control, is the sounding apparatus. That, just now, is an ugly
thing to have around. What it does is positive work, attached
to the earth. If i could be in some way accidentally lost in
the sea it would be a godsend. But how can this be successfully
done even in the presence and with the knowledge of willing
Henson and the Eskimos?

Soundings are tangible things, positive things, dangerous
things, in eases like this. This may be reviewed in the future.
ITis method of solving this problem has not been so skillfully
handled as the rest of his story, and it adds another straw.

The sample of soundings beyond 49 miles out from the land
“were lost with Marvin.,” The soundings made by Bartlett
found™*‘no bottom ;" brought up nothing. The one near the
pole lost line and sinker, all that remained.

The coast is now clear; not one scrap of evidence can be
checked up. No other serious thing now exists. He makes
five marches in some direction, some distance, perhaps, who
knows? At the end of the fifth march he announces to willing
ears the gladsome news that their long arduous struggle is
over: “The pole at last! The prize of three centuries, my
dream and goal for 20 years, mine at last.”

He takes observations, walks some distance this way and
that in great solemnity, lest some error in calculations might
rob him in some way of the real solid assurance in his mind
that he actually reached the pole. A flag is planted and photo-
graphed, and all is done. The men are admonished and drilled

to bear distinctly in mind the number of marches from Bart-

lett's camp. It may be important in history. They are told
that they are all heroes, but that they must remember the facts
.told them in order to preserve their part of the glory.

Whether this theory be a correct one or not, it is certainly
in harmony with my views upon Peary’'s discovery.

If Peary did discover the pole, what scientific data did he
bring back with him that has been, will be, or could be of any
service to anyone or any cause—especially to the Navy? Then
why should he be given such high rank in the Navy, when he
has contributed nothing to its service or efficiency?

If a lieutenant in the Army should procure a leave of absence
and proceed to Alaska and underge the useless and senseless

hardship of climbing to the very top of Mount MecKinley, wonld
it be appropriate to promote him to the rank of brigadier gen-
eral and retire with him the highest pay of that rank for doing
so idle a thing?

Admitting that Peary did reach the pole, his feat was simply
a matter of endurance. It was a sporty thing to do, and should
be rewarded with a medal, such as are awarded to Marathon
Tunners.

If Congress bestows high honors, such as are being asked for
Peary for a test of endurance that has little, if any, scientifie
value, what will be left to give some man who really achieves
something of importance? To reward him as he wants to be
rewarded would cheapen naval titles and grades. They should
never be granted except for attainments that have some relation
to the service. If this man had the proper respect for the
Navy and a decent pride in its service, he would not ask that
the titles and ranks of its officers be degraded to the degenerate
level to which his unwise, unjust, and unprecedented promotion
will prostitute them.

For 16 years the Government has been paying this would-be
hero a handsome salary and has not received any compensation
therefor by way of service, or otherwise. Therefore, to my
mind, he is an unfaithful servant, an idle loafer, and ought to
be driven from the service instead of being promoted. To an
impartial mind, I am sure, his request for a promotion, under
all of the facts and circumstances of his case, will be considered
as rank an act of impudence and unseemliness as that of Judas
Iscariot when he betrayed his Lord and Master with a kiss,

We have two schools of philosophy represented here to-day.
To which do you subscribe? To that of P. T. Barnum, the
greatest humbugger of his age, or to that of Abraham Lincoln,
one of the greatest patriots, philosophers, and statesmen of any
age? For myself, gentlemen, I proudly take my stand with
honest Abe. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I now submit for printing in the REecorp a
few letters and newspaper clippings bearing upon this alleged
discovery and the man who claims to have made it, for such
consideration as Members may care to give them:

GERMAN SCIENTIST TO EXPOSE PEARY—PROF. ANDREAS GALLE BAYS HEB
HAS PRODUCED NO PROOFS OF HAVING BEEN NEAR THE NORTH POLE.
[Special cable to the Gazette through the International News Service.]

BERLIN, November 12.

The famous German astronomer, Prof. Andreas Galle, of the Potsda.a
Geodetical Institute, says that when he gets through with Commeodore
P the man who has been honored the world over as the real dis-
]L;.rererkor the North Fole will look no better than his despised rival

r, Cook.

Prof. Galle, whom nobody will think of accusing of any bias in the
matter, has for many months been submitting Peary's * proofs” to a
very critieal examination. The professor asserts that Peary until now
has {;h‘en absolutely no sclentific proof of having ever beén near the
North Pole, but on the other side has made several assertions which
tend to show that he has never been there.

The so-called * proofs ” published by Peary are of no scientific valne
whatever, no more go than Dr, Cook's, said Prof. Galle, and at the same
time he added that Peary did not even possess the instruments necessary
to find out where he was at any certain time during his trip. Further-
more, the professor sald, Peary would not have known how to use the
instroments if he had had them. Nothing in Peary’s own reports shows
how he knew that he was traveling straight north during the latter
part of his trip. The only way to make sure of this was by using
theodoliths and observations of the stars, but Peary has done neither.

In a very short time Prof. Galle will publish his criticism In the
Deutsche Revue, the well-known German monthly, but at present he
asserts that nobody is entitled to make the statement that he has
reached the North Pole unless he Is able to prove this by observations
that will stand the test of science, and there is nothing, absolutely noth-
ing, scientific in the observations made by Peary.

WEST HOBOEEN SCIENTIST DOUBTS WORD OF PEARY.
Editor of the OBSERVER.

Dear Sin: Lleut. Robert Teary’s
Dr. Cook about not rench[ng_ the North Pole, is somewhat like the sur-

rise Peary gave us in 1897, when he brought from Greenland to the

rooklyn Navy Yard a large chunk of telluric iron and claimed it to
be a meteorite.

After a close examination of same I then formed an opinion about
Peary's sineerity as an cxplorer, and 1 have ever since found no
grounds to change that opinion.

Inclosed please find sn article which was printed in the New York
Herald October 27, 1897.

Yours, truly,

gantic bombshell, now flung at

ALFRED B. FRANKLIN,
215 Bpring Street, West Hoboken.

“Alfred 8. Franklin, who was the interpreter with the Wellman expe-
dition in 1894, went to the navy yard yesterday and inspected the me-
teorite hrutht back from the frozen North by Lieut. Peary. After-
wards he told me he agreed with Nansen in his doubt as to the celes-
tial origin of the stone.

“*It is not a meteorite at all,” he said, ‘ but, as Nansen says, merel
a mass of telluric iron. When I was with Wellman, on June 26, 1894,
Capt. Peterson, Messrs. Dale, Novde, Bjorvig, and myself started out
hunting. On Walsh Isiand, formerly known as the Inner Reps Island,
80° 25" 5’ north latitude, 24° 16” 4' east longitude, I found a huge
mass just the same as this so-called meteorite. I took samples and
have compared them with Lieut. Peary’s specimen, and they are almost
identical, though not guite so rich.'”™
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And now Congress is being importuned to give Peary a reward for
discovering the pole. This same galoot Is the limit of gall.. All the
ears he has been making explorations and writing for magazines he
been on Unele S8am's Navy pay roll. For years he has devoted him-
self wholly to his own interests, drawing pay from the Government all
the while. When he got back from the pole he wonldn't submlt his
proofs to Confﬂrsa. but sold his story to magazines rather. And now
this contemptible grafter wanis Congress to reward him for working
for himself while.at T'ncle Sam’s pie counter. If there is a more
tiferous cad in the United States than Peary, we do not know his
name. Between a liar like Cook and a jackass like Peary we are for
the liar every dash out of the box. .

[Sunday Oregonlan, Jan. 8, 1911.]
ESKIMO BOY SAYS TPEARY 18 HIATED BY PEOPLE OF NORTIL
New Yomg, January 7.

A letter received from Mene Wallace by his friend Chester Beecroft
complained that the Peary relief ship which took Mene back to the
North left him many miles from Etah in a strange part of Greenland
with no provisions, no furs, and no dogs. Mene was landed at North
Star Bay and had a great deal of trouble to get to Etah, where he was
known. Mene says that Peary is hated in his country for his cruelty.
He does not believe that Peary found the pole or that Cook found it.
Mene was brought to this country about 14 years ago by I’eary, with his
father and two other Eskimos. All died but Mene. He attended the
public schools in New York, but got homesick.

[From the Los Angeles Bystander, March.]

Judging from the advertising ?ages of the magazines, the chief pur-
1 of Peary's dash to the pole was to bring to the notice of the
publie sundry products of the American manufacturer. While h
jealously declined to share whatever honors there 1ua]§ be in
covery of the top of the world with any human being, he has generally
related his indebtedness to various articles he has.recommended and
Jeaves the Iimpression that but for * Never-rip" suspenders, Fillit's
razgors, “Won't-stop " watches, and SBhootem’s rifles he could not have
?tten farther north than One hundred and forty-second Streest, New

ork. TUnless one stops to ecatalogune the subjects of his commenda-
tions, he Is apt to cast aside the magazine under the Impression that
Peary was loaded down with eve from a patent toothbrush to
eanned soups, and that polar discovery was not made ible by sleep,
man, and dogs, but by tooth paste and hole-proof socks. It does mot
follow that there is any revenue from the versatility which Peary
displays in falling into rhapsodies over the various articles he de-
clares rendered such valiant aid on his polar journey. But his obliga-
tions are so plainly and enthusiastically expressed it seems only fair
that the Government should save the $6,000 pension his friends wanted
‘him to cop from the public till and let the m#nufacturers of the afore-
said articles make up a purse as bountiful adulatory slush and relieve
the rest of us from responsibility about a person for whom we do not
care a rap. Indeed, if every w{sh whieh men have expressed to kick
Peary as a rebuke for his supreme egotism had been applied, he would
have long agn been punted so far beyond the domains of Uncle Sam
that he couldn't get back in a thousand years. Peary's magnetism may
not thrive among men, but when it comes to reach forth the open
palm he is as sh%melm as any bell hop that ever grabbed for the
unearned ent.

¢ has

[Copy of letter from E. T. Osbaldeatcm,l M. D., formerly passenger ship
v surgeon.

NEw York Ciry, N. Y., December 1§, 1910.
To the Hon. R. B. MacoN, OF ARKEANSAS.

EsTEEMED Sik: Hegarding the elaim of Lieut. Robert E. Peary to
the discovery of the exact site of the North Pole, you are possibly
aware that there are thousands of his fellow counfrymen who doubt
t].)he tt::i‘:;tkh of the man's elaim equally as much as that of the explorer

T, ]

Asg an extensive traveler abroad, I have heard the same opinion ex-
pressed. At one time in England, where was lecturing in par-
ticular, and this impression remained in the ds of the most of his
audience, that he was even a more brazen-faced faker than Dr. Cook,
and that the services of a kind press agent alone helped him to face
it out. You may possibly recall the fact stated at the time of Peary's
ungentlemanly and savage attack upon his coexplorer, Dr. Cook, viz,

Peary had grown rich on the Erooeeds of the solicited contribu-
tions of others in fitting and furnishing the means for his several ex-
lorations to find the North Pole. Also that he had never been known
o give a full and detailed account of the expenditure of the large
sums of money intrusted to his care for that purpose.

It was likewise stated publicly in the dafly Etl.-ess that he exhibited
unscrupulous methods when far north in obtaining sealskins and other
relics to be forwarded, as was done afterwards on his return home, as

resents In the form of sealskin coats and cnPs. ete., ete, to the mem-

ra of the United States Geographieal Soclety, of which he was a
member, and their wives and daughters. No one will surely question
their right to take the fatherly interest in P and indorse his state-
ments, which they hastily and without reasonable time and investiga-
tion surely did, leaving most of the learned socleties of other nations in

doubt as to thelr trutn.

lastin

man Peary is known by all who ever come in contact with him,
in his assumed business of north sea explorings, to possess a selfish,
unscrupulons, cunning, crafty, and bouney nature. The cunning of
making friends of the Esquimos by presents of boats, guns, ammuni-
tion, and a large variety of other goods, including foodstuffs, was a
clever move to silence their tongues and secure their lasting friendship,
even by ly!n& if need be. The man Dr. Cook possessed no such advan-
tages, and if he had would possibly not have used them in the same
manner and for the same purpose, although there is little to say still
in favor of Dr. Cook's pretensions fo the actual discovery of the pole,
Neither Cook nor Pes:r{ can ever convince the noted Arctie explorers of
Sweden or Norway that they did discover the pole, and they eve that
L Bl Mldm n.“:!nerg‘riﬁber for many yea f life of important

yIla r rs of my life of an T

almost universal soclety in a lodge of 540 members, and only fpgeuevé
that Lieut. R. H. Peary ever discovered the North Pole. Common grati-
tude for gifts received by the members of the l;eogr&:hic Socie of
which Peary is a member, and their pride in havin e world believe
that a2 member of their exclusive ¥ did really find the pole might
resonably be expected of them. The stand w you and other mem-

his dls- |

this man's claims to un-

bers of our Government are taking in oppuslnf
al of all honest, truth-loving

proven honors meets with the approv
citizens,

Respectfully, Dr. Epwix T. OSBALDESTON.

LirTue ROCE, ARK., March 1}, 1910,
Mr. R. B. Macox, Washington, D. C.

Dear Bruce: It is with pleasure that I note that some one has
enough good sense left not to permit the Congress of the United States
to blindly make an nss of Itself by a fulsome worshriﬁ, of a doubtful
hero of arctic exploration, and a man that Is In every fiber of his small
soul a cad and a selfish vainglorious bigot, regardless of his achieve-
ment, or want of it, as an explorer. Hlis position that he will be handl-
capped in his revenne-producing lectures by a public examination of his
claims to distinction is a vell so gauzy and unworthy of a historical
figure that one blushes to know him an Ameriean. I sincerely hope
that if the matter of n medal is again broached in the Congress that
you will burn the falsitfr of his shallow conceit so deeply on his var-
nished tale that it will forever remain a lesson to future pouter pigeons
of the Amerfcan Navy.

I inclose you herein a section of the Arkansas Democrat of to-day, on
both Pazes of which is an evidence that there are thpse besides self
that look on this man as I do, and those who appreciate your position
in the matter. With kindest regzards,

BALDY VINSOXN.

I am, sincerely, yours,

Mr, MACON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the REcogb, 1

The CHHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no ohjection.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield an hour to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr, Moozre].

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macox] would save a little
of the time allotted to him in order that he might answer
questions,

I have listened to him intently for 1 hour and 40 minutes, and
he has declined, by reason of the length of his address, to be
interrupted. I feel, however, that one or two questions ought
to be put, if he is willing to answer them, even though it comes
out of the time the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs
has generously allotted to me. I shall put these guestions, if
the gentleman from Arkansas is ready to answer.

Mr. MACON. If I can answer them, I will.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Acting, as I do on this ocea-
gion, in the absence of my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Bates], who brought in the report favoring appropriate Gov-
ernment recognition of the world-wide exploit of Commander
Robert E. Peary, whom my friend from Arkansas has just
assailed, I shall yield probably 8 or 10 minutes of my time for
questions and answers, with a view of ascertaining the source
of information of the gentleman from Arkansas. I ask him
whether he has been in communication with the Arctie traveler
to whom he has made reference and upon whom he seems to
pin his faith, Dr. Cook?

Mr. MACON. I never had a line from Dr. Cook in my life.
I have never written him a line in my life. I repudiated him
here to-night, in the beginning of my statement, when I said
that the people at my home did not langh at me any more for
doubting that he discovered the pole.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then it is not the judgment of
the gentleman that Dr. Cook did discover the North Pole?

Mr. MIACON. I do not believe he discovered it any more than
I believe the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorg] dis-
covered it. I think he got a little nearer to it, because he went
a little farther north than the gentleman from Pennsylvania
ever did; but I repeat, I do not believe he discovered it any
more than T believe the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Moore] discovered it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman made some-
thing of a point of the telegram of congratulation sent to Dr.
Cook by President Taft. The gentleman recalls that the Presi-
dent was very careful to say that he congratulated him upon
“the report” that had been received of his discovery?

Mr. MACON. I do not know but what he said he congratu-
lated him upon his discovery. I understood the telegram to
mean that he accepted Cook’s report as being true, and therefore
the President of the Nation was proud to know that such a
"great feat had been accomplished by a citizen of the United

tates.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Arkansas
recalls that every newspaper in the land announced the arrival
of Dr. Cook and his alleged discovery of the North Pole?

Mr. MACON. I so stated, and said that they heralded in
great big headlines that he had made the greatest discovery of
the age and was the greatest hero.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And the gentleman was de-
ceived into believing that, as most of the people of the United
States were deceived?

Mr. MACON. I did not believe it, and I =aid that I was
laughed at by my friends and neighbors and called a “ Doubt-
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ing Thomas™ because I did not believe the story, but I said |

they did not laugh at me any more.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman recalls the
Copenhagen incident?

Mr. MACON. Yes; I recall that, and was glad to see that
they corroborated my belief about the matter.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And the gentleman recalls
the incident of Mount McKinley?

Mr. MACON. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
alleged discovery?

Mr, MACON., Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman recalls the re-
turn of Dr. Cook, and his employment by a magazine, to pub-
lish articles, admitting himself to be a faker?

Mr. MACON. I remember that; yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has no faith
in Dr. Cook?

Mr. MACON. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania should
take a week to make up his mind upon that proposition he
could have no more doubt about Dr. Cook’s not having dis-
covered the.North Pole than I have. The gentleman could not
believe him to be a greater faker than I believe him to be.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then, upon that point the
gentleman from the land of the big red apple and the gentleman
from the Keystone State agree.

Mr. MACON. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That Dr. Cook humbugged the
people of the United States and humbugged the people of the
world?

Mr. MACON. Yes; I believe that.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is aware that
for 23 years a young lientenant of the United States Navy was
devoting the best there was in him to the attainment of an ob-
ject which had been sought by the great navigators and ex-
plorers of the world.

Mr. MACON. My advices are that he was loafing around up
there; that he was possessed of a disposition something like
that of a young man down in my district, whose father was
well off, and was the sheriff of his county., The sheriff wanted
his son to qualify as his assistant and stay in the office and
help collect the taxes and be the office man, but the son would
not do it. He was of a roving disposition, and would rather
roam around over the country than to stay at home by a warm
fireside and enjoy the hospitality and love of his family. I
have understood that Capt. Peary was of that disposition.

AMr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Did not the gentleman, coming
from that section which beasts of its Anglo-Saxon blood, have
at first a little touch of pride, as a native American, when he
read that an American had discovered the North Pole?

Mr. MACON. I did not believe it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would not the gentleman have
been proud if he had believed it?

Mr. MACON. Yes; if I had believed it, but I did not believe
it, 8I!_ld hence I was no more proud of his declarations than I
would——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Did not the gentleman have
some pride when the news came flashing over the wire that
Dewey had sunk the Spanish vessels in Manila Bay?

Mr. MACON. He is a sure-enough hero.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Had he suffered any more
than Peary had suffered in his personal relations?

Mr. MACON. Dewey was carrying out the duties that de-
volved upon him as a naval officer, while this naval officer was
doing nothing in the interests of the Navy.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Now, after the gentleman’s
assault—

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of
fairness, I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania ought to
allow the gentleman from Arkansas to complete his answers.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Kansas
had been here, as I have, for 1 hour and 40 minutes listening
to the gentleman from Arkansas and had only 50 minutes
left to himself, I do not think he would want to yield all of his
time. .

Mr. MILLER of Kansas, I have been here during the entire
evening and have been much interested.

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I must de-
cline to be further interrogated by the gentleman from Penn-
gylvania unless he allows me to conclude my answers.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well, I shall proceed to
put things into the Recorp which may have a bearing upon
what the gentleman from Arkansas has said in his very
unjust, and, in my judgment, outrageous assault upon one of
the Nation's heroes.

And the book based upon that

Mr. Chairman, I have some respect for the great fourth
estate, which has not had a single representative in the Press
Gallery to-night, a thing unheard of since I have been a Member
of this House. I took note that during the progress of the
address of the gentleman from Arkansas, which was an assault
upon the newspaper fraternity of which I am proud still to be
a member, there was no one willing to listen to his diatribes, offen-
sive as they were in their personal references, and upon one
of the great men of our country.

Mr. MACON. Mr. Chairman

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I decline to be interrupted.

Mr. MACON. And I decline to be insulted by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania. I do not want to make a personal matter
of this, but if the gentleman from Penusylvania wants to make
a personal matter of it, I am ready.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Arkansas
is always ready to make a personal matter

Mr. MACON. I say I do not want to make a personal matter
of it. I did not intend to be impolite to the gentleman, but I
do insist that he must not refer to me in such a way.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am referring to what the
gentleman said; I am referring to this own words.

Mr. MACON. Tell what I said.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If I could recall it I would,
but some of the things the gentleman said I do not wish to
recall. The gentleman was violent in his language in regard
to the newspaper fraternity, but I observed that during the
whole course of the gentleman’s address the Press Gallery was
empty. .

Mr. MACON. I do not expect the newspapers to listen to
me; they are not my friends. I thought that was understood
by Members of the House.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Penunsylvania is en-
titled to the floor, and as he declines to yield he can only be
interrupted by a point of order.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield because I
asked the gentleman from Arkansas to yield to me and he de-
clined to do it. Mr. Chairman, much stress was laid by the
gentleman from Arkansas upon the return of an adventurer
from the aretic regions. Anyone who has knowledge of the
great newspaper fraternity which he assailed in his address
knows what a “scoop” is, and what it means to come in first
with a good story. If the gentleman understood, as I under-
stand, the rivalry between newspaper men to obtain first the
news that they want to give to the public, as he might under-
stand the desire of a man in business to excel his rivals, he
would understand that a faker who had just a smattering of
information of the plans of the man who had devoted his life
openly to the discovery of the North Pole might, when he knew
the world was on the qui vive for information, create a great
sensation on the American Continent by announcing from a
European country that he had discovered the North Pole.

Will the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MacoN] or any
Member of the House say now upon his word of honor that
he knew that this adventurer was in the Arctic regions seeking
the North Pole? We knew that Peary was there. He had been

ing for years to make the discovery, but was there the
slightest intimation upon the part of anyone in this country
that a man named Cook had gone into the Arctic regions and
was seeking to bring back that prize of the ages which men
of other nations had sought in vain? Was it not a surprise
to every man here, as the gentleman from Arkansas admits it
was a surprise to him, that this man should come out of
hiding and suddenly say: “I am the discoverer! I am the
Barnum prodigy ; believe me, or not, I am sure of public atten-
tion on the vaudeville stage or in the magazines!”

What had he to lose except his reputation, and was he not
losing that in such a way as to profit by it? Was it any
wonder that a man who had carefully and publicly planned
expedition after expedition year after year, who had striven
against untoward conditions, raised the money, borrowed and
begged it, should, upon attaining the goal of his lifetime, and
finding that a faker and a fraud had imposed on the whole
world, then on the spur of the moment in a righteous outburst
of indignation say those things which even the gentleman from
Arkansas himself might in his heat have been expected to say,
did he find it necessary to dispute with some one who had done
him great wrong?

I have watched this monumental outrage in all its phases
from the time Peary started his first expedition north. I have
lamented the unjust and ecruel incident which deceived a whole
world and robbed a hero of the credit and the glory that was
his. !

My colleague from Arkansas a moment ago referred to the
man whom he said discovered America. He could not have
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cited a more significant eircumstance. What was the treatment
accorded the discoverer of America? He believes Columbus to
have been the discoverer of America, and yet it is known to all
of us that Columbus was abused and robbed even of the credit
of having his name attached to the New World. The honor fell
to one who followed him, who simply had the foresight to put in
a claim for what Columbus had failed to receive. Vespucci
“ scooped ” the situation, and this country was named not after
Columbus, but after Amerigo Vespueel.

Mr, Chairman, there have been fakers national and fakers
international. No great discovery in science or in geography
has been made that did not find some one following the inventor
or the genius who toiled and plodded and bore the brunt of the
undertaking. There are always those to dispute the honors of
the public servant when the time comes for applause.. Why,
according to tradition, even in this House of Representatives
there have been those who, sitting in the coat rooms and ex-
pounding their philosophy, have subsequently come upon the
floor to listen to others elaborating their ideas. It seems to be
the way of the world, and it seems the world is more and more
prepared to listen to the man “who gets there first,” who tells
the story first. Strange, but it would seem we are coming to
care little for the real and earnest worker who trails along
after the sensation has been sprung.

I have some personal knowledge of the man who has been
assailed upon this floor to-night, for in my capacity as a re-
porter upon the Public Ledger, under the direction of Mr. George
W. Childs, I was instructed to place a pigeon cote upon one of
the earlier vessels upon which Peary sailed north.

It was proposed to test out the capacity of carrier pigeons and
to find out how far north they might go and be freed to carry
their messages back to the United States. I recall distinctly
being upon the ship and observing the narrow, contracted quar-
ters in which a handful of men were to sail away upon a perilous
expedition at the risk of their lives, even more than men do
who enlist for the war; and I heard the stories of those who went
on a subsequent expedition to find them and to bring them
back, and 1 recall what they said of the long nights in the
winter, those long months and years together, away from wife
and children, living upon blubber and the erudest food, reduced
to a minimum in quantity. They had the same faces to look
upon every day and the same voices to listen to, until they be-
came stale and metallic, even more so than voices do here in
this great House, from which we so often crave relief. I recall
distinetly the tales of hardship and heroism as they have come
from the lips of men like Admiral Melyville; how, notwithstand-
ing it all, men came to bhate each other in their circumseribed
quarters in the Arctic regions, and how, when they came home,
- it was apt to be that they would recite stories one about the
other and each claim credit for acts performed. But here and
there as we may find a man who had a grievance against the
commander, here and there as we may find one who claimed
that he performed an act that was entitled to the applause of
the people, it is a singularly striking fact that upon this last
expedition thogse who accompanied their acclimated and expe-
rienced leader testified that he was their friend; that he had
been an exceptional commander; that he understood how to
lead and how, humanely, to control his men.

I have heard tales of cruelty with regard to the commander
of these Arctic expeditions, tales arising from agreements or
contracts made before he started out upon these voyages. Did
the gentleman from Arkansas ever attempt to organize an ex-
pedition to be gone into an unknown world for four years?
Does he understand the fine discrimination necessary to secure
the right men for so exceptional a task? Those engaged in suc-
cessful Arctic work must be tested and sounded as to their
physical gualifications; there must be an understanding that
they will follow the lead of their commander and subject them-
selves to his orders. Pray tell me what old general of the
TUnion Army, or of the Confederate Army, for that matter, would
have undertnken to lead a command if he knew that when he
got out into the field every man would become a commander?
Would he stand for a violation of orders or agreements when
men had enlisted for the fray? I brush aside as unworthy of
comment the stories of cruelty in the Arctic regions and declare
that a man who would undertake an expedition of that kind,
responsible for the lives of the men under him, relying not only
upon his instruments but upon the stars and the tides and the
winds of which other men knew mnot, and who had not the
authority or ability to command and control his men would be
unfit to engage in the work.

Peary began his journeyings 23 years ago and pursued them
patiently and systematically. He showed remarkable control
over men and situations. Had he been disposed to outrage the

publiec confidence he could have done it after the third or the
fourth expedition. Why should he have taken the additional
risk of other voyages, incurring a broken leg and the loss of
all the toes of a foot, if he had not intended to win upon honor?

Are we to condemn him for his pluck and perseverance, or is
he not entitled to the admiration of all the men of this world
who have red blood in their veins? Why stigmatize him as
the gentleman from Arkansas has done? His, surely, was not
the work of a “leoafer.”” No man without careful training of
mind and body and an indomitable courage and will power, with
perseverance and persistence, could have kept so everlastingly
at it as Peary did. Briton or Frenchman or Norwegian, and
they were all masters of the seas, had never been able to cope
with him in the search for this prize of the ages. He outdis-
tanced them all. He came back to us exultant and believing
his work would be crowned with popular approval, Thus far
we have heaped upon him criticismm and discomfort; we have
stood him back while a pretender to the throne of honor has
occupied our time and attention. And we of Congress sit here
and listen to an assault upon the courage and upon the integrity
not only of Peary the man, but of an officer of the United States
Navy, whose last expedition, the last of eight undertaken and
organized by him and his friends, and this without expense to
the Government, was entered upon by authority of the President
of the United States. Do we remember that Peary returned
under orders and reported in the regular way to the Depart-
ment of Commerce and Labor, to which he was assigned, and
that he brought back information which he Iaid at the feet of
the Secretary of the department—information that no other
country of the world possesses, so voluminous and fraught with
such value to science that even the trained minds we have in
our scientific bureaus have not yet been able to collate it all?
Why should we make him a mockery of the people of this coun-
try, the son of our own soil, whose work has been open and
aboveboard for 23 years and whom to-night we hear denocunced
as a faker because some one faked upon him?

Honored and respected in every nation of the world, shall we
bring him back to his own country and then dishonor him? In
dishonoring him do we not tell the nations of the world that
what is un-American excites our admiration; that we applaud
explorers of others nations who have gotten within 100 miles or
even 1,000 miles of the pole, but that when our own son comes
back he shall stand aside and be the butt and jest of scoffers?

We decline to make Peary an admiral. Thus far we have told
him to take his place as a clerk in one of the bureaus, and this
coincident with an invitation from the great nation of France
to come and be welcomed as an international hero.

England gives Peary a medal and greets him with open arms;
and Italy, whose own explorer knows what the perils of the
great north are, tells him to come and receive the honor which
her own son failed to achieve. Great Britain calls in one of her
own and gives him a reward of $100,000, not for discovering the
North or the South Pole, but for attaining a certain distance
toward the South Pole. Other nations honor their heroes. They
do not put the stamp of disapproval upon them. They welcome
the exploits of their gallant sons. In this capital city and
throughout this country we mark with tablets of bronze and
monuments of granite the services of our martial heroes. We
remember the man who drew his sword and at the eritical
moment dashed forward for the honor of his country. Tell me
what man who has fought the battles of his country, brave as
he has been, and creditable as was his service, has endured the
perils and the privations of 23 years in unknown seas, braving
and striving against risks and dangers of which the world
knows not?

Loafer! Oh, as a Member of this House, exercising my rights
to defend one in whom I believe and who can not here speak
for himself, I resent the assertion. No man could be a loafer
who must organize an expedition, provision it for two or three
years, provide for it in the hold of a small ship, train and direet
the men, even those who do not speak his language, who will
work faithfully and well under adverse circumstances in regions
where the course is unmarked and where the fogs and icebergs
close in on the life of the men and of their vessel,

Mr. Chairman, there is even a broader thought than this., Tt
concerns the effect upon the youth of this country of our re-
fusal as the national body to properly recognize the work of
brave and gallant sons. I have before me the story of one who
disputes that Edison was the inventor of the electric light and
the phonograph. Shall we rob him of that credit now? There
were those who contested the telephone invention of Alexander
Graham Bell. There are those who dispute every creditable
act that a man of genius and a man of courage may perform.
We have come upon such times, with our boasted enlightenment
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and our ease of newspaper information in this country, that we
are prone to suspect every man from the moment we read of
his exploits. Is this good for the country?

I believe in Mr. Peary. I believe in the genius of American
youth. Let me be personal again and say that during the
progress of the Spanish-American War I felt there was no
man—general or private—who had performed an act of more
conspicuous bravery than a Member of this House who honors
the State of Alabama. I refer to Capt. Ricamoxp P. HoBsoN.
Now, how many will say they could have done what he did, had
they the opportunity ?

There was a man who undertook to do what could not be
accomplished by a general, what could not be accomplished by
an army. He did it with the knowledge that his life was in
the balance. :

Who would rob Hoesox, the national figure, not the Member
of this House, of the honor and the glory of his brave act at
the enirance of Santiago Harbor? And yet, oh, my friends
upon that side of the House, and upon this side, how many
were there this country over who were willing, like my friend
from Arkansas [Mr. Macox], to withhold from Hoeson the
honor and the glory which establishes his place in history.

Or let us have another instance growing out of the same
Spanish-American War. Do you recall how our blood tingled
thronghout this country when the news flashed over the wires
that Dewey had sunk the Spanish vessels in Manila Harbor?
Do you reeall the wonderful parades, the pomp, and the unusual
outbursts of American masses in welcoming him home, and do
you reeall how suddenly the trend of popular opinion swung,
how many were ready in envy or malice to take the laurels
from his brow? Are we to withhold these honors until men
are dead and unable to appreciate them? Tell me what boy
of yours, going into the service of the Army of the United
States or undertaking the work of the Navy, may not some day
be put in that position where opportunity or responsibility will
put him forward and advance him beyond his fellows? Shall
the answer to daring and heroism always be, You will have to
prove it? I do not believe it true. Why, those who are in close
daily contact with you are those who give you least credit for
the things you do.

The man who knew you while you were a student, or when
you were boys working fogether, is the man who ofttimes ex-
presses surprise that you should be in Congress to-day. He is
sometimes the last to give you credit. You have got to fight
your way, and you have not only got to fight your way, but you
have got to stand out with a full knowledge of all your strength
and power. You may care for those things that are said about
you, but you do not have time, in the the hurly-burly of modern
existence, to stop and answer every dog that barks at your
heels.

Mr. Chairman, Commander Peary was never entitled to the
rank of commander, except as he was the commander of a ves-
gel organized and equipped by himself. He was never even a
captain until he came naturally and by gradation to that
grade. He was “civil engineer, United States Navy.” He
won the rank of commander on the ships that he controlled.
This Government has paid him no respect that was not due to
any one of its officers plodding along in the routine way. It
seems to me that where an officer of the Government, given
leave of absence to make explorations that would be of advantage
to navigation and commerce, entered upon that work and from
year to year for 23 years carried it on without success, but
ultimately succeeded, it comes with bad grace to set up against
him an imposter, and thus discredit his standing in the Navy,
to which he faithfully reported, and with the people for whose
honor he strove. .

There is testimony over and above that of my brief state-
ment justifying recognition for the work that this man has
done, There is reason over and above any argument of mine
why this Congress should act, and act quickly, to save its
honor and the honor of this country, as it is regarded by the
other nations of the world. Three officers of the National
Geographie Society were appointed to examine and report upon
the records of Commander Peary. Their report was duly made,
and they said, upon the strength of their scientific knowledge,
that Commander Peary, an American, had discovered the North
Pole. Instantly upon that report being announced the world
accepted the verdict. It needed no special pleader, such as we
heard here on the other side to-night, to convince the scientific
world. The world took the statement of the three American
scientists who rendered the verdict, and the world believed it
to be true. Who were these jurors? Were they unknown?
‘Was there reason to suspect their lack of knowledge? Were
they inferior to the scientists of Copenhagen or of Paris or
London or Berlin? Were we ashamed of our own talent, of

bl

the men whom we had accredited as officers of this Government?
Were we to deny Peary and also to deny these three public
servants? It seems to me that they constituted the jury and
that their verdict was final. But who were they? First, Henry
Gannett, this Nation’s chief geographer, an official of the
Government, the leading scientist in his line, recognized for
his ability the world over. Second, Otto H. Tittmann, the
Chief of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. If he is not a
scientist, if he is not qualified, if he was unfit to sit
upon this jury to decide a scientific question, then he is
unfit to be the chief of one of the most important branches of
this Government, because he has in his keeping the life and the
property of all who sail the rivers and the seas. And the third
of these men was an admiral of the Navy, Admiral €. M. Ches-
ter, attached to a department that was suspected of being un-
friendly to the engineer who had accomplished something that
no naval man of this or any other nation had accomplished.

When men disputed the word of these men, and not that of
Peary alone, I took the trouble to ascertain, in view of the con-
tentions that arose, whether they adhered to the opinion they
gave when they returned their verdiet, and I have here a copy
of the letter received from each of them. Here is the jury to
which my friend from Arkansas should appeal, and here is the
Jury with which he disagrees. I send to the Clerk’'s desk to
have read a letfer received on March 17, 1910, from Henry
Gannett, the national geographer and the president of the Na-
tional Geographic Society, an honored institution of this country
to which reference has been made.

The CHAIRMAN. The letter will be read’in the gentleman’s

e,
The Clerk read as follows:
NATIONAL GEOGRAPHIC SOCIETY,
Washington, D. C'., March 17, 1910.
Hon. J. HaMpTox Moo

RE,
House of Representatives, United States,
Washington, D. C.

DeAr Sie: I have yours of this date,

The report submitted to the National Geographic Soclety November
4, 1909, certifying that “ Commander Pe has submitted to this sub-
committee his original journal and records of observations, together
with all his instruments and a]gparatus and certain of the most im-
ggg]nnt of the scientific resulis of his expedition,” and that * these have

carefully examined by your subcommittee, and they are unani-
mously of the opinion that Commander Peary reached the North Pole
on April 6, 1909," to which report my name is attached, was, and still
is, my unbiased statement of the records as I found them. This report
made by me and my colleagues to the National Geographic Society No-
vember 4, 1909, was {rue and accurate, and since that date my opinion
as to Mr. Peary's discovery has not in anywise changed, nor would it
be changed if I should be ealled upon to make a report to the Congress
of the United States.

Very truly, yours, . HENRY GANNETT,

President National Geographie Bociety.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is your national geog-
rapher. Now, let the Clerk read the letter from Mr. Tittmann.

The CHAIRMAN. It will be read in the gentleman’s time.

The Clerk read as follows:

2014 HiLLYEr Prace NW.,
Washington, D. C., March 18, 1910.

Dear Mg. Moore : I have your letter of the 17th. During the time
when a coniroversy about the discovery of the North Pole was acute in
this country I was in Europe and knew very little about it. I came
haie% entirely unbiased and served on the committee in that frame of
mind.

On the evidence before us I signed the report to the National Geo-
graphie Soclety with a full sense of its import. My opinion has under-
gone no change since the date of that report, and 1 am fully convineed
that Peary reached the pole.
Yours, truly,
Hon. J. Haxrrox Moore, M. C,,
Washington, D. C.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, here is g
hitherto unpublished letter from Admiral C. M. Chester, a rear
admiral of the United States Navy, who was one of the three
men constituting the jury to which I have referred.

The CHAIRMAN, The letter may be read in the gentleman’s

0. H. TITTMANN.

e.

The Clerk read as follows:

PERA PALACE,
Constantinople, April §, 1910.

My Dear Mr. Moorr: Your letter of March 17, directed to me, has
been fully answered by m:i\ﬂoll. C. M. Chester, jr.,, and I presume you
have received his letter. None too strongly has he expressed my con-
viction of the reliability of Commander Peary's work in the Arctic.

My opinion as to the discovery of the pole as expressed in the re-

rt of the committee, of which I was a member, to the National

eographic Society on November 4, 1909, has not changed, but my con-
victions have been strengthened in many ways by studies of the sub-
ject carried on for other purposes since that time.

It is a well-established fact that the altitude of the sun ecan be deter-
mined approximately by measuring the length of the shadow thrown
OVEr a nﬁsed object on the earth's surface, as shown in pletures. I
have examined a number of photographs made by Commander Peary
while en route to the pole, and by this measure of the sun's altitude
established the latiiude of the plaee at which they were taken, and in
every case the result accorded with his record and observations. This
investigation, I want It understood, was not undertaken with a view
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to checking Commander Peary’s work, but simply as a contrast to a
like examination of photographs purported to have been made by
another claimant for polar honors, which showed the converse of this
proposition.

1 would also like to add with regard to the oft-repeated and absurd
critlcism concerning Commander Peary's rufld march after leaving his
main party on April 1, 1909, a fact that I do not think is generally
known. It should be remembered that he advanced north with a force
comprising personnel and equipment selected from the best in his entire
command and with conditlons of ice and weather growing better all
the time. He therefore naturally made better speed than could be
accomplished by a larger dpnrty, which is always retarded by its weakest
unit. But this Increased rate of travel was not abnormal, for when
the party had again reached land and man and beast had been
thoroughly rested, Peary spurted back to the ship, covering over
100 miles of ground in * two sleeps,” or nearly as much distance as
made b{ him in seven days from April 1 to April 6.

ery respectfully, yours, C. M. CHESTER,
Rear Admiral, United States Navy, retired.
Hon. J. HaMpTON MOORE, 2
House of Representatives.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, an effort was
made by joint resolution to have Congress, through the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs, approve the finding of this jury and
have the honor passed over to Commander Peary upon that
finding. We were unable to obtain recognition for that propo-
sition. There was objection in the committee, voiced as it has
been here to-night, by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
MacoxN], and centering chiefly in him, but these are the men
and this is the jury whom he refused to believe.

I send to the Clerk’s desk to have read the statement of an
officer of this Government who does believe in that finding, who
does believe in those men, and who does believe, upon their
report, that Commander Peary, an American, discovered the
North Pole. This is the report and the recommendation of the
Secretary of the Navy.

The CHAIRMAN. The matter referred to may be read in
the gentleman’'s time.

The Clerk read as follows:

THE DISCOVERY OF THE NORTH POLE.

The discovery of the North Pole by Robert B. Peary, United Sfates
Navy, after years of patlent and arduous endeavor, is an event which
has andded to the honor and credit of our country. it is fitting that the
Government should recognize the value of his services and their success-
ful termination.

If it meets with your approval, I recommend that Pen{f. the dls-
coverer of the North Pole, ﬁiven a commission by legislation as rear
admiral of the Corps of Civil Engineers of the Navy, to date from
April 6, 1909, the date of his discovery of the pole, and that he be
retired as of that date with the highest retired pay of that grade.

Respectfully submitted.

GEORGE V. L. MEYER
Secretary of the Navy.

The PRESIDENT.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The view entertained by the
Secretary of the Navy seems also to have been entertained by
the President of the United States, who desired that this act
of justice to an American hero should be performed. I send
to the Clerk’s desk to have read the statement of the President
of the United States, based upon the finding of the jury of
American scientific experts.

The CHAIRMAN. The statement referred to may be read in
the gentleman's time.

The Clerk read as follows:

FPEARY.

The complete success of our country in arctic exploration should not
remain unnoticed. For centuries there has been friendly rivalry in this
fleld of effort between the foremost nations and between the bravest
and most accomplished men. editions to the unknown North have
been encouraged by enlightened governments, and deserved honors have
been granted to t{le daring men who have conducted them. The un-
paralleled accomplishment of an American in reaching the North Pole,
April 8, 1909, approved by critical examination of the most expert sci-
entists, has added to the distinction of our Navy, to which he belongs,
and reflects credit upon his country. His unique success has received

enerons acknowledgment from scientific bodies and Institutions of
fearning in Europe and America. I recommend fitting recognition by
Congress of the great achievement of Robert Edwin Peary.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In conclusion, Mr. Chairman,
I respectfully submit that this great country of ours can not
afford to play the part of “the dog in the manger.” One of
our own sons has accomplished what in the estimation of men
of progress and courage is regarded as heroic—surely without
parallel. All other efforts, from whatsoever source, have failed
in the attempt to encompass it. Men who distanced others,
step by step, in the stroggle “ farthest north,” have been sung
and honored for their unsuccessful efforts. We can not afford
to ignore our own citizen who ultimately reached the goal. The
spirit of iconoclasm prevails to a greater extent to-day perhaps
than ever. We are not a nation of idol worshippers, but we
have ever preached and taught the doctrine of progress, the
spirit of the initiative; that spirit of incentive and action which
we have been proud to denominate American. In our great
political dispensation, with faction contending against faction,
it is to be expected that criticism and ridicule may be employed

to dethrone a leader whose pretenses will not stand the test of
popular approval; but if men go forth to battle, or venture into
the field of discovery, or employ their talents and their genius
to expand and glorify the country, we ought not, in all fairness,
in all honor, in all decency, deny them that recognition the hope
of which is the inspiration and the sum of their performances,
[Applause.]

APPENDIX.
MEMORANDUM OF PHARY’S NORTHERN VOYAGES.

1886. May to November; about seven months: Penetrated 100 miles
on the inland ice of Greenland east of Disco Bay, about 70° N. lati-
tude ; altitude, 7,500 feet.

1891-1892. June, 1801, to Segember, 1892 ; about 16 months: Right
leg broken on voyage north. ve-hundred-mile march out and same
distance back across northern part of Greenland, discovering Inde-
pendence Bay, on the northeastern coast.

1893-1895. July, 1893, to September, 18905; about 27 months; Hn-
tire party excegt Peary and two men returned at end of first 5ear.
Spring of 1805 Peary repeated the march across northern end of
Greenland and galned some miles beyond his farthest of 1802. Dis-
covered the great Cape York meteori and brought the two smaller
ones back with him.

1806. July—October ; about’ three months: Unsuccessful attempt to
bring home largest of the Cape York meteorites.

1897. July—October ; about three months: Brought home largest of
the Cape York meteorites—the Ahnigito, the largest in the world—
weighing abont 90 tons.

1898-1902. July, 1898-October, 1902 ; about four years, three and a
half months: During this time made four separate attempts to get
north, resulting in the rounding of the northern end of Greenland and
the attainment of the latitude of 83.59° north of the extreme north-
ern point of Greenland; hlso the attainment of the latitude of 84.17°
north of the northern Point of Grant Land. All the Instruments, ree-
ords, private papers of the Lady Franklin expedition at Fort Conger
brought home,

1905-1906. July, 1905-November, 1906; about 17 months: Highest
north, 87° 6’, attained in this journey.

1908-1909. July, 1908—September, 1909 ; about 15 months: Attain-
ment of the pole.

SUMMARY.

Eight voyages, 8 attempts to reach the pole, and some 12 years spent
inside the Arctie Circle.

Degrees
north

latitude.
1886 69. 00
1802 _ 81. 35
1895 S B1. 40
1899 __ 81. 50
1900 83. 69
1902 _ S 84,17
1906 = 87. 80
1909 90. 00

NAVY DEPARTMENT,
. Washington, July 2, 1908.

Sir: The unexpired portlon of the leave of absence for a period of
three years grantg.-d you in the department's letter of April 9, 1907, is
herehy revoked.

Report by letter to the Chief of the Coast and Geodetle Survey for
instruction in making tidal observations along Grant Land and Green-
land shores of the polar seas. ]

Respectfully, TruMAN H. NEWBERRY,
cting Secretary.
Civil Engineer RoRerT E. PRARY,
United States Navy, South Harpswell, Me.

r

Tae WHITE House, July 6, 1908.
T. ROOSEVELT, President.

B. E P,

Approved.
Received July 11, 1908, 5 p. m.

OYsTER Bay, N. Y., Julp 3, 1908.

Sir: Civil Fngineer R. E. Peary, United States Navy, has been di-
rected hy the Navy Department to report by letter to the Superintendent
of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, and you are requested
to direct this official to order him to make tidal observations along the
Grant Land and Greenland shore of the polar sea during his projected
crulse in the Roosereltf.

It is believed that such observations will throw light upon the Coast
Survey theory of the existence of a considerable land mass in the un-
known area of the Arctic Ocean.

Respectfully,

Hon. Oscanr 8, STRAUS,

Becretary of Commerce and Labor.

THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

[Telegram.]
New Yorg, July 8, 1908
Assistant Superintendent PERKINS,
United Btates Coast and Geodetic Burvey,
Washington, D. C.:

I have information that you may be authorized to give me instrue-
tion concerning tidal observations north coast Grant Land and Green-
land. Will two or three dayé' personal instruction at your oflfice be de-
sirable for my assistants? indly wire. S

o A ARY.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
OFFICE OF THE BECRETARY,
Washington, July 7, 1908.
Sir: I have the honor to state that in response to the directions
issued to the Na Department, Civil Engineer R. H. Peary, United
States Navy, called in person at the office of the Coast and Geodetic
Survey and informed himself fully of the views and requirements of




1911,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2717

the Grant Land and

that office in regard to tidal observations alon
his intention to make

Greenland shores of the polar sea, and express
every effort to collect the desired information.

I have the honor to be, sir,
Your obedient servant, Oscar 8. BTRAUS, Becretary.
The PRESIDENT, Oyster Bay, N. Y.
Nori.—Commander Peary called at the Coast Survey Office on June
18 and on Jul{ 8. Mr. McMillan reperted and spent that day and the
moruing of July 9 under the instruction of Dr. Harris.

EicLE ISLAXD,
South Harpswell, Me., July 12, 1908.
8ir: In compliance with orders of the Navy Department, copy of
which I inclose, I herewith to report to you for instructions in
making tidal observations along Grant Land and Greenland shores of
the polar seas.
R. BE. PrARY,

Yery reapectfully,
; Civil Engineer, United States Nary.

Ciigr OF THE COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY,
Washingtaon, D. C.

EAGLE ISLAXD,
Bouth Harpsiwell, Me., July 12, 1908,

My Dmar Me. TrTrMax¥: The orders, copy of which I inclose, were
received by me only last evenm‘g. having been sent from Washington to
South Harpswell, then to New York, then back here in pursunit of me,

Otherwise, I should have reported to you sooner. E

I am leaving here to-morrow meorning, the 13th, for Sydney, and am
due there Tuesday evening, the 14th.

If the Roosevelt makes good time going east, she will probably reach
8ydney Tuesday and depart Wednesday.

This would make mail communication from you impracticable, and I
beg to suggest that you wire me instructions and follow these with writ-
ten instructioms, which, in the event that I am delayed in leaving
Sydney, may reach me, or otherwise will be received and held by Mrs.

Peary.
With best regards to Mr. Perkins, Dr. Harris, and yourself, T am,
Very sincerely, R. E. PEARY.

DEPARTMENT oF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
COAST AND GEODETIC BURVEY,
Washington, July 1§, 1908.
S1r: Your letter of July 12, reporting for instructions in making tidal
observations along the Grant Land and Greenland shore of the I'olar
Sea, has been this day duly received.
lmr’)semiled instructions were sent to you by Mr. Me)Millan on July 9,
Respectfully, 0. H. TirrMAN, Superintendent,
RoBERT E. PEARY,
Commander, Dnited States Navy,
Commanding Steamer Roosevelt, Sydney, Nova Scotia.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LaBOR,
CoasT AND GEODETIC SURVEY,
: Washington, July 9, 1908,
Sir: In pursuance of the orders of the President, transmitted
throungh the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, you will please have
tidal observations made along the Grant Land and Greenland shore of
the Polar Sea during your projected cruise in the Roosevelt.
The following directions for observing tides in Arctic regions will be
followed, as far as possible, by the observer.
Make hourly or half hourly readings of the helght of the water's sur-
face above a fixed datum by means of a fixed staff or other form of

auge for periods varying from one day to one or more months at a sta-
n aceol to circumstances, °
Refer all observations extending over more than a few days to one

or more permanent bench marks upon the shore,

The kind of time should be distinctly specified. Wherever (ﬂmctlcahle,
the observations should extend through all 24 hours of the day.

If the observations continue only a day or two, they will be of ter
value if made near the time of greatest morthern or southern declina-
tion of the moon.

At or near the following places observations are especially wanted :

Points as far northward as possible.

Points as far westward as possible.

Cape Columbia. [These four stations and Fort Conger occupied as

tidal statlons by Pea%]
Cape Sheridan. [These four stations and Fort Conger occupled as
e ao Brevoort.. [ Thsee four statl d Fort C occupled
a2 revoort, ese four stations an ort Conger
tidal stations by Peary.] RO ICERITES: 68

Ca Bryant. [These four stations and Fort Conger it
tidnll?tattons by Peary.] P SIUNG. Ax
Cape May

Some point on northern coast of Hazen Land.

Some point as far eastward as possible. [These four stations and
Fort Conger occupled as tidal stations TB}‘y Peary.]

Some point near the head of Greely Fiord.

Sketches of specimen gauges for Arctic work and suggestions are
Tven in accom an{ln memoranda. The sketches are en from the

retic work of Hall, Greely, and Ziegler expeditions.

Further directions for observing tides are given in the blank books
for tidal records and In sccomganylng memoranda ; the latter are prac-
tically Included in the introduction to the Coast Survey Tide Tables and
in Chapter I, Appendix No. 9, 1897,

espectfully, 0. H. TITTMANN, Buperintendent.
RoeerT E. PEARY,
Commander, United States Navy,
Commanding Steamer Roosevelt, Bydney, Nova Scotia,

PrArY ArcTic CLus, NorTH Porar ExreprTion, 1908, -
Bteamship Roosevelt, July 17, 1908, Bydney, N. 8.
+ Bir: I beg to acknowl receipt of ryom- letter of July 14.
I beg to acknowledge also receipt of your instructions and those of
the Secretary of the Bureau of Commerce and

Very respectfully R. B. PEARTY,
’ Cicil Engineer, United States Navy.
Supt. O. H. TITTMANY,

United Btates Coast and Geodetic Survey,
Washington, D. C.

or.

Peary Arcric CLup, NorTH Porar ExpEDITION, 1008,
8. 8. Roosevelt, 8—I7, 1908,
Etah, North Greenland, Lat. 78° 18" N.

Sre: 1 beg to report my arrival here Angust 11. Leaving Sydney
July 17, Cape York ¥ was reached near midnight of .Tul{ 31.

e \'Dfag\e north across the Guif of St. Lawrence was favorable, the
Straits of Belle Isle were free of fog, rendering the passage easy, and
ravorlgg weather was experienced along the Labrador coast, which was
followed as far as Turnavik Island, latitude 55° 18’ N., with two inter-
mediate stops for whale meat.

From Turnavik a course was set for Greenland coast, and about
12 hours of heavy weather ensued. After that the weather was mod-
erate again until midnight of Saturday, the 25th. Following this were
three days of strong northerly wind and sea, accompanied by rain and
folf. which rendered the negofiation of Davis Strait somewhat disagree-
able and arduous. From Holsteinberg the weather was favorable again,
an energetic sontherly wind of some hours' duration off Turnavik mate-
rially assisting us on our way.

Duck Islands were passed just before midnight of Jul{ 30, and Mel-
ﬂlrl:i Bay entered in brillianf sunlit weather, with light air from the
no: 1.

This weather held to the east side of Cape York Bay, which was
reached 11.30 p. m., July 31, no ice having n seen on the passage
across the bay. In fact, no ice has been seen In the entire voyage ex-
cept a narrow string of light, scattered ice off the Labrador coast the
evening of the 23d.

Heavy weather and an unusual swell held us here till early Sunday
morning, when the ship crossed to Cape York, latitude 75° 55" N. ere
I ‘learned that the Erik had passed the day before, but was unable to
get into the settlement. Eskimos and dogs were taken on here and the
shlg's tanks filled with water from the glacler. We then steamed north
to North Star Bay, where I found the Erik.

Taking on more Eskimos and dogs here, the ships steamed in com-
pany to the northwest end of Northumberland Island, where I boarded
the Erik to visit the settlements at the head of Ingieﬂeld Gulf, while
ge {Rooseveit proceeded direct to Etah to overhaul and trim ship for

o ice.

I rejoined the Rooservelt with the Erik late August 11, with addi-
tional Eskimos and dogs and some 35 walrus. All dogs were landed on
an island in Etah Flord, the Roosevelt was coaled from the Erik, coal
landed for the return trip, and two men landed with supplies for the
relief of Dr. Cook.

The season has been an unusually cold and stormy one, with almost
continuous wind and frequent snow.

I have on board a good sup{:ly of Eskimos, dogs, and walrus meat.
All on hoard are well. I expect to steam north some time to-night.

Very respectfully, R. E. I'EAarY, United States Nary.

BUPERINTENDENT UNITED STATES
COAST AND GEODETIC BURVEY,
Washington, D. C.

Slmilar report sent to honorable Secretary United States Navy.
INDIAN HARBOR, VIA CAPE RAY, September 6, 1909.
Mrs. R. E. PEARY, South Harpswell, Me.:
Have made good at last. I have the old pole.
Will wire again from Chateau.

Am well. Love,

BERT.

BovTH HArPSWELL, ME., September 6, 1909.
To ComMaNDER R. E. PEART,
Steamer Roosevelt, Chateau Bay:
All well. Best love. God bless you. Hurry home.
Jo.

INDIAN HARBOR, September 7, 1909,
WiLLiaM H. TAFT,
President of the United States of America,
White House, Washington, D. C.:
Have honor place North Pole your disposal.
R. E. PeARY, United States Navy.
ExecuTIvVE OFFICE,
Beverly, Mass., Beptember 8, 1909,
Commander R. E. RY,

PEARY,
United States Navy, North Sydney, Nova Scotia:

Thanks for your interesting and gemerous offer. I do not know
exactly what I could do with it. I congratulate you sincerely on having
achieved after the greatest effort the object of your trip, nndy I sincerely
hope that your observations will contribute substantially to scientific
knowledge. You have added luster to the name “American.”

WiLLiax H. TAFT.

BarrLe HARBOR, September 10, 1909,
Honorable SECRETARY OF STATE,
State Department, Washington, D. C.:

Respectfully regnrt hoisted Stard and Stripes on North Pole April 6,
and formally took possession that entire region and adjacent for and
in name of President and the United States America. Record and
United States flag left in possession,

PEARY.

WasHINGTON, D. C., September 12, 1909.
PEARY, Battle Harbor:
Congratulations on your successful efforts.
ApE, Acting BSecretary of State.

BarTLe HarBor, September 10, 1909.
Honorable BECRETARY UNITED SBTATES Navy
Navy Department, W’ashington, D. 0.2

A Bﬁs%ecdnuy report my return. Holsted Navy ensign on North Pole
pril 6.
PraARY.

WasHINGTON, D. C., September 9, 1909,
Commander PEARY, Battle Harbor:
Your telegraphic report received. Navy Department extends hearty
congratulations upon your successful attempt to reach North Pole,
WINTHROP, Acting.
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BarTLE HARBOR, September 10, 1909,
Supt. 0. H. TITTMANN

»
United Btates Coast and Geodetic Surcvey,
Washington, D. C.:
Respectfully report 230 days' tidal observations Cape Bheridan, and
28 days’ Cape Columbia, 28 days' Cape Bryant, 10 days' Cape Morris
Jesup, 15 days’ Fort Conger, simultaneous with Sherldan observations.
Also soundings Cape Columbia to pole, and Cape Morris Jesup to 84°
15" north latitude.
PEARY.

UccLe, September 8, 1909.
TPeARY, Ncow York:
Interpational Polar Commission addresses sincerest congratulations

to their member.
CAGX1, NORDENSKIOLD, LECOINTE.

NEw York, September 9, 1909,
Commander PeARY, Battle Harbor:

Admiral Bir George Nares cables to you, through the New York
Times, * Owing to your well-known arctic veracity all will accept your
igatcrqgnt that you reached the North Pole. 1 congratulate you.

ares.

Tue New Yore TIMES.

Loxpox, September 12, 1909.
PEArY, Battle Harbor:
Delighted to hear of your safe return. Warmest congir)ntulation&
AR

IX,
President Royal Geographical Society.

TURIN, September 24, 1909,
Commander ROBERT E. PEARY, New York:

May I congratulate you on the result of your expedition? Am very
glad you have succeeded. :
ABRUZZI.

Ox SaFar1, NoRTH OF MoUsT KENIA,
September 22, 1909.
Dear Me. BrIDGMAN, Secretary Peary Arctio Club:

Your cable has just been brought me by a native runner, here in mg
camp by the Guars Nyero. I am writing to Mrs. Peary and Capt.
Peary ; I have no idea where he is. I am inexpressibly rejolced at his
wonderful triumph, and groud beyond measure, as an Ameriean, that
this, one of the greatest feats of the ages, should have been performed

a fellow-countryman of ours. It is the great feat of our generation.

:m;llr:d‘nll Capt. Peary's debtors—all of us who belong to civilized
m

With heartiest congratulations, faithfully, yours,
RE ROOSEVELT.

ROYAL GEOGRAPHICAL SOCIETY,

on, January 25, 1910.

Commander R. E. PEARY,
The Oaklands, Washington, D. C., United States.
My Dear PeEARY: I ecabled you yesterday that the council of the
society have decided to award H);:N.l a special gold medal, and a silver
replica to the medal to Capt. Bartlett. The medal is awarded to you
for having been the first man to lead an expedition to the North Pole,
and for having undertaken such scientific observations as your oppor-
tunities permitted. The silver replica is awarded to Capt. Bartlett,
who accompanied you as far as 88° north latitude. I n hardly say
with what pleasure it is that I have conveyed to you this information.
Personally, 1 think it is an honor which you thoroughly deserve, after
reaching the goal for which you have strived with such perseverance

and determination for so many years.
Yours, very truly, J. BcorT KELTIE, Secrctary.
[Cablegram.]

Roue, February 1§, 1910.

Commander PEARY,
2019 Columbia Road, Washington, D, C.:

Council Italian Geographical Soclety awarded you King Humbert
gold medal on account your lr.-ugi sucecessful attempts reach North Pole;
silver medal, Capt. Bartlett; please wire if accept invitation lecture

Rome, May, after London.
y ) Marquis CAPPELLI, President.

The Peary Arctic Club, * to reach the farthest northern point on the
Western Hemisphere; to promote and maintain explorations of the
olar regions.” President, Thomas H. Hubbard; vice president,
nas Crane. Organized January, 1890. Incorporated April, 1904.
Incorporators: Morris K. Jesup, He Parish, Anton A. Raven,
John H. Flagler; Robert E. Peary, civil engineer, United States
Nayy; Herbert L. Bridgman, secretary and treasurer. Standard
Union Building, Brooklyn, N. Y.
New Yomrk, July 9, 1909.
Sir: In reply to your inquiry, mail for Commander Peary should be
addressed to St. Johns, Newfoundland, care of Capt. Samuel W. Bart-
lett, who, in command of the power schooner Jeanie, now expects te
leave that port for the north on the 25th instant. udge this a more
speedy and certain method myself to receive and forward, involy-
ing unnecessary delay here.
Very truly, yours,
0. H. TITTMANN, g
Buperintendent Coast and Geodetic Burvey,
Department of Commerce and Labor, T'Vashl'ngtou, D, 0.

H. L. BRIDGMAX.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
COAST AND GEODETIC SBURVEY,
Washington, September 80, 1909.
Commander R. E.

PEARY,
United SBtates Navy, care Peary Arctic Club, New York, N. ¥.

Desr Sie: Numerous statements having appeared in the press re-
ferring to a report from you to this bureau, some of which have been
attributed to you persol ¥, suggest the possibility that a preliminary

report may have been sent which has failed to reach this office. (See
copy of telegram.) Will you please inform me of the facts in the case?
3 C(; ratulating you most heartily upon your splendid accomplish-
en am
A Very' respectfully, F. W. PERKINS,
Acting Superintendent.
[Telegram.]
P SovTH HARPSWELL, ME., October 7, 1909,
ERK

KINS,
Acting Chief United Slatcs Coast and Geodetic Surcvey,
Washington, D. O.:

No report as yet except preliminary telegraphic one. Shall forward
original tidal records and profile of soundings Columbia to Polap;hortly.
ARY.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
CoAsT AND GEODETIC SURVEY,
Washington, October 7, 1909.
Commander R. E. Prany,

United States Nury, Bouih Harpsicell, Me. -

DEAr Si: T beg to thank you for your telegram of this date. Both
your determinations of tides and depths will be of greatest use in the
discussion of the currents in that region and will be highly prized.

Very truly, yours,
F. W. PERKINS,

Acting Superintendent.

NAVY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, October 5, 1909,

Sin: The Government has for many years issued through the Hydro-
graphic Office under this department a chart of the Arctie Ocean, &ow-
ing the tracks of search partics and the progress of discovery.

2, The results of former expeditions toward the North Pole have been
committed to the Hydrographic Office and incorporated into the officlal
chart. 1t i therefore, requested that the Coast and Geodetic Survey
furnish for this purpose the results of the late expeditions carried on
by Civil Engineer It. E. Peary, United States Navy, under the auspices
of the Peary Arctic Club.

Very respectfully, G. v. L. MEYER.

The honorable the SECRETARY OF COMMERCE ANXD LARBOR.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, October 8, 1909,

Sin: In reply to your letter of October 5, 1009, I have the honor to
state that the Coast and Geodetic Survey will furnish for the use of the
-.\a‘T DeFartment at the earliest practicable date such portions of the
results of the late expedition carried on by Civil Engineer R. E. Peary,
United States Navy, as he may furnish t No results have
as yet been received.

_ Respectfully, Orusey McHaARrG, Acting Secrctary.

The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE NAVY.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY,
Washington, October 30, 1909,

Sin: I inclose a photograph of the profile of soundings taken the
Peary expedition upon the recent dash to the pole, together with a
copy of a letter gust recelved from Commander Peary in regard to other
soundings, which will be of value to you in the preparation of the
c}mrt of the polar reglon, to which you referred by pgone some days
since.

The suggestion that Prof. Melillan be called to Washington to assist
in workini; u& the notes is a good one, but there is no a:l't ropriation
available in e Coast Burvey which conld be applied to tgfs purpose.
Yours possibly has greater flexibility.

When the profile of soundings, which is inclosed, was sent to me, It
was with the understanding that it was to be kept strictly private for
the present, but from Commander Peary's letter of the 25&‘: I gather
that he has no objection to their being sent to you, but I presame, with
the understanding that they are not to be given to the press.

Very respectfully, yours, 1 F. W. PERE1NS.

The CHIEF OF THE HYDROGRAPHIC OFFICE,

Navy Department, Washington, D. C.

t bureau.

[Telegram.]
IPorTLAND, ME., Oclober 18, 1909,
SBupt. F. W. PERKINS,

United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, Washington, D. C.:

Tidal and meteorological records and profile of soundings leaving
Portland to-day by express.

Peary.

Boundings from Cape Colum biat ‘to pole—Peary Arctic Club polar expedi-

on, .

|
Sounding by— Latitude.| Fathoms. Remarks,

e r

82 7 0
Marvin 83 10 8 | Edge of glaeial fringe.
Marvin and McMillan ___.__.....] 83 25 96

83 53 110 | Edge of continental shelf,

8 29 825

84 30

85 23 310

85 33 700°'| No bottom.
Bartlett. 87T 15 1,260 Do.
by AR atsssnmerasns] 8O, OO 1,500 Do,

R. BE. Prary, United States Navy.

MarcH 16, 1910.
E hereliy certify that this is a true copy of the original.
SEAL.

W Bea
Assistant in Charge or%mce.

OcTopER 18, 1909.
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EAGLE IsnAXD, SoUTH HaRPSWELL, ME.,
October 18, 1909.

8ir: Referring to my telegram, T am sendlngtgou by express the tidal
records of the Peary Arctic Club's recent No Polar Expedition,
Owing to the unfortunate death of Prof. Ross G. Marvin, some of the
ghro:]?mels;er comparisons, particularly of the Cape Bryant observations,
re missing, .
These conﬂmrlmns are undoubtedly among Prof. Marvin's private
‘pai)ers and if so, will be obtained from his relatives later.
rof. Donald B. McMillan took many of the observations and 1s
familiar with them all, and can come to Washington to see you any
time you may consider it advisable. -
I am wri n%ohlm now to communicate with you at once and to keep
you posted as his address.

I am also sending you profile of soundings from Cape Columbia to
wu};in ﬁhmms Drtﬂfe we'i ible, T will respectfully t that this
such request Is permiss will res reques a
profile and complete set of soundings be not published at present.

With best regards, I am,
R. E. PEARY, United States Navy.

Very respectfully,
Acting Supt. F. W. PERKINS
nited States Coast and Geodetio Burvey,
Washington, D. O.

The sounding equipment of the expedition consisted of two reels of
gpecially made piano wire of 1,000 fathoms each and three approxi-

mately 20-pound leads, with clam-shell device for egrasi)lnig gamples of
the bottom.. These reels were arranged to be fitt ulckly to the u
standers of a sledge when making a sounding and had handles for reel-

ing in the wire and lead. .

ne of these reels and leads were carrled b{ Bartlett with his ad-
vance party, and the other reel and two leads by the malin party.
Portions of the wire and the two leads were lost at various times in
hauling up, owing probahégk to kinks in the wire.

When the sound[ng at 33" was made 700 fathoms only were left
of the sounding wire of the main party, and Bartlett, with the other
thousand fathoms, was In advance and Inaccessible.

In hauling up the wire from this sounding it parted again, and some
200 fathoms, together with two pickax heads and a steel sledge shoe,
which had been used to carry it down, were lost.

When Marvin turned back the Captaln’s 1,000 fathoms and the re-
maining 500 fathoms of the other reel were combined.

When Bartlett made the sounding at 87° 15° I gave him explicit In-
structions to use the ntmost cauticn in regard to the wire, order
not to lose any more of it, as I wanted it all for a sounding at the
pole, should I succeed In getting there.

Acting upon these Instructions, Bartlett ran out 1,260 fathoms and
then stopped on account of a small kink In the wire, which he feared
would part when the wire was hauled up.

When I made my sounding about 5 miles from the le the wire
parteld. ta_s had been feared, and the last lead and nearly all of the wire
was los

The above facts are noted to explain the irregularity of these sound-

ings which did not get bottom.

he sounding of 310 fathoms at 85° 23’ naturally impressed me at
once as surprising, and when Marvin reported the result to me, imme-
diately after taking the sounding, I at once asked him If he was sure
that he had the bottom, and he lled that he was, as the fact of this
pronounced shoaling from 825 fathoms to 310 Impressed him at once,
and he made sure that his depth was correct.

Again, when the sounding of T00 fathoms and no bottom was made
about 10 miles farther north, we both spoke of the peculiar fact of this
nutlylnnghridge with deeper channel intervening between it and the conti-
nental shelf, and Marvin again said that he was sure of his 310 fathoms

reading,

Had it not been for the loss of the last lead and practlcally all of

the wire while making the soundings at the pole, 1 sﬁou]d, on the re-

turn, have interpolated other soundings.

& Thecplmﬂ{,el i::dici%tea !ﬂlh?t ah glne af]ﬁmilf g?tgwall soundtlgﬁn from
ape Columbia to the elghty-s arallel mig evelop a particularl

interesting profile of the bottom c;lp the Arctic Ocean. 2 ¥

R. B. PeArY, United States Navy.

OcropEr 18, 1909.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
CoasT XD ‘annmbc tsij:rvnr,
ashington, Octo 21, 1509,
Commander R. B, Pg s i

ARY,
United Btates Navy, Eagle Island, South Harpsiwell, Me.

Sir: Your telegram and letter of the 18th, in regard to the tidal
records, were duly received; and yesterday the tidal records, thermo-
gmms. photogrﬁﬁ , and photo films, and the two reports of January

and 9, b r. McMillan, were received by express. Later Mr.
Nichols called and handed me the tracing of the profile of the soundings
from Cape Columbia to the g]ole. for all of which I beg to thank you.

The tidal records will be turned over to the tidal division at once for
discussion, and I shall be happy to furnish {Iou with the results in such
form as you may desire for publication with the account of your expe-
dition, which I presume you will publish later. -

The Hydrographie Office of the Navy Department has asked for your
soundings, which I shall send to them as soon as I shall have recelved
the data for determining their positions.

I note what yon say about giving publicity to the profile and com-
plete set of soundings, and beg to assure you that Lﬁey will not be
made public at present.

F. W. PERKINS,

Very respectfully, yours,
Acting Superintendent,

EAcLE IsLAND, SoUTH HARPSWELL, ME,

October 28, 1909,
Mr. F. W, Perg1xs, Washington, D, C. i

Dear Sie: Replylng to your favor of October 21, I desire to express
my sincere appreciation of your kind offer to furnish me the results of
the discussion of the expedition’s tldal records.

I shall be very glad to receive the same when ready.

In rezard to the profile of sonndings delivered to you by Mr. Nichols,
and which you inform me the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Depart-
ment desires, will say that these soundings were made on the meridian
of Cape Columbia, and platting on that meridian, at the latitudes which
I“tlhlnk are noted in the table on the profile sheet, will give their po-
sitlon.

There are quite a number of other soundings made on this expedition
and the previous one along the north coast of Grant Land as far west as
the eighty-second meridian (Cape Fanshawe Martin), also in Kennedy and
Robeson Channels and Kane Basin, also off Cape Alexander and from
Cape Morris Jesup, the northern extremity of Gireenland, to 84° 15'.

f the Hgdmgraphtc Office contemplates adding these soundings to
chart No. 2142, or thinks of issuing a new editlon of that chart, it
would seem desirable to have all of these soundin as well as the
work of the previous expedition defining the shore line from Aldrich's
farthest to Cape Thomas Hubbard, and the reconnaissance of the present
expedition of Clements Markham Inlet, just west of Cape Hecla, added

to the chart.

May I respectfully su t that you take this matter up with the
Hydrographic Office and, if the work indicated above seems desirable, see
if some nrmnﬁgment can be made for the compensation and expenses of
Prof, Donald B. McMillan, who is familiar with much of this work, so
that he may come to Washington with the notes of the soundings and
assist In platting the work?

Prof. McMillan is now engaged In gettlng
ghalpe to send a set to your office for suc

esire.

Unfortunately, the samales of soundings on the northern journey be-
yond the soun inﬁ of 110 fathoms were lost with Prof. Marvin. The
others may yield interesting results under the micromge.

Yery sincerely, R. H. PEARY, United States Navy.

the soundings samples in
examination as you may

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, January 15, 1910.
8in: The Buperintendent of the Coast and Geodetlc Burvey advised -
me that Commander R. E. Peag, United States Navy, has submitted
to that bureau the records of the tidal observations made by him in
the Arctic hg order of President Roosevelt. These observations are
reported to have been thoroughly made and are satisfactory and of
great value. They are now being reduced and discussed by the tidal
expert of the Coast SBurvey.

n view of the fact that Commander Peary has performed the speclal
duty for which he was attached to this department, I have the honor to
suggest that he can be detached without detriment to the survey.

Respectfully, Bexry. 8. CaBLB, Acting Secretary.

The honorable the BECRETARY OF THE NAVY.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY,
- Washington, March 16, 1910.
Mr, 0. H. TITTMANYN,

Superintendent Coast and Geodetic Survey.

Sm: I have the honor to report that the tidal records obtained by
Commander R. E. Peary during his latest Arctic ition consist of
practically unbroken series of hourly readings of the height of the tide,
take{lﬂ etéay and night, at the following places and between the dates
spec § Y

Lonfth
Station. Perlod of observation. o
record.
Days.
Oapeo Sheridan.........| Nov. 12, 1908, to June 30, 1008 (total loss of | -
record, 81 hours).
Oape Columbia_.___...| Nov. 16, 1908, to Dee. 14, 1008 ___ 29
Qape Bryant__. Jan. 16, 1909, to Feb. 13, 1909____ == 28
Fort Conger——-----.-.| June 10, 1909, to June 25, 19209 ( of 10
record, 5 hours).

The observations were taken day and nlght, and besides the regular
bourl{ readings, numerous additional readings were generally taken
near the times of the high and the low waters.

From the records themselves and from plottings constructed from
them, it appears that the observations were taken with great care and
thoroughness.

The principal results from these records have been already obtained
and are on file in this office.

In order to show the full geographical value of the results, it will
be ry to consider them in connectlon with all other tidal results
relating to the Arctic Ocean. This work is now underwaf.

Commander Peary's observations leave little to be desired in regard
to tidal observations between Cape Morris Jesup and Cape Columbia :
but there are long stretches of the Arctic coast where noth is
available. This is especlally true of the Russian coast and the western
and northern portions of the Arctic Archipelago. However, we have
recently received some tldal Information from the Russian hydro-
graphic office, with the promise of more, which will pertain to regions
where no knowledge of the tides has heretofore been available,

The results obtained from Commander Peary's records show that the
tides nlonF the northern coasts of Grant Land and Greenland are quite
different in many respects from what had been heretofore supposed.
For example, his records gmve that the tide occurs three hours earlier
at Cape Columbia than at Cape Sheridan, and not later, as had been
generally assumed.

As already intimated, the full s[giﬂmce of these observations In
respect to Arctie aphy can not seen at this time.
gnulI:: meteol;ol \':zllt ml&ﬂ %ds subméttb?} to this office mcsous!st of thermo-

covering abou ays, an '0grams Ccover about 260 8.
Respecttully, yours, Bk FATAIEY

NoTe.—Mr. Harrls, whose report is above presented, is the tidal ex-
pert of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to whom the records of Com-
mander Peary had been referred for scrutiny and examination.

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAYVY,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, March 1}, 1910.
My DEAR CONGRESSMAN : I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt
of your letter of the 9th 1netsntkasklng certain information in regard
to the record of Civil Engineer Robert E. Peary, United States Navy,
and r:(.zquestln the views of this department upon joint resolution No.
144, “ authorizing the promotion of Civil Engineer Robert E. Peary to
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the grade of rear admiral in the Corps of Civil En%lneers of the Navy,
and the presentation of a vote of thanks to him h{’e 0 "

In reply thereto I have to inform you that Robert E. Peary entered
the nfival service of the United States as a civil engineer on October
2@, 1881, and has served continuously since that date.

bu.rlns his service in the Navy, Civil Engincer Peary, at different
times, has been granted leave of absence as follows:

1886, April 6: Leave, 8 months.

1887, October 31: Leave, 12 months.

1891, February 24 : Leave, 18 months.

1502, November 21 : Leave, 3 years.

1896, May 2: Leave, 6 months.

1897, May 25: Leaw:: D years and 6 months,

=)

=

1903, Beptember 9: ve, 3 years.
1907, April 9: Leave, 3 years. (Under date of July 2, 1908, the
unexpired portion of this Item of leave was revoked and Civil Engineer

Peary ordered to report to the Coast and Geodetic Survey for duty in
making tidal observations in Grant Land and Greenland.)

While on leave, as given above, Civil Engineer PPeary was paid the
sum of $38,148.36.

For the six months from May 5, 1806, to November 4, 1896 (fifth
item in statement on previous nge&, with the exception of two days
nrlt%ut{' October 25 and 26, 1896, Civil Engineer Peary was on leave
without pay.

The views of the department in regard to H. R. bill 19971, providing
for the advancement of Civil Engineer Peary are contained in a letter
dated February 10, 1910, addressed to the chairman of the Committee
on Naval Affa House of Representatives, a copy of which is inclosed
herewith for your information.

Faithfully, yours, G. v. L. MevER, Secretary of the Navy.

Hon. J. Hamprox Moors, M. C.,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

NAVY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, February 10, 1910.

My Drar CONGRESSMAN : The WEE is acknowledged of your letter
of the Sth Instant, inclosing a bill (H. R. 19971) *“ provi for the
appointment of Commander bert E. Peary a rear admiral in the

avy as an additional number in grade, and placing him upon the
retired list,” and requesting for the committee the views and recom-
mendations of the department thereon.

In reply I have the honor to inform you that Robert Edwin Peary
entered the naval service of the United States as a civil engineer on
October 206, 1881, and bas been an officer of the Navy continuously
since that date, performing the duties reciuired of a civil engineer under
orders from the Navy Department, exceﬁn when on leave.

During his service in the Navy, Civil gineer Peary has been granted
leave of absence abroad as follows:

1886, April 6: Leave abroad, 8 months.

1887, October 81 : Leave abroad, 12 months. .

1891, February 24 : Leave abroad, 18 months.

1892, November 21: Leave abroad, 3 years.

1896, May 2 : Leave abroad, 6 months.

1897, May 25 : Leave abroad, 5 months. -

1808, Beptember 9 : Leave abroad, 3 years.

1807, April 9: Leave abroad, 3 years.

The unexpired portion of this last leave was revoked on July 2, 1908,
and Civil gineer Peary was ordered to report to the Coast and Geo-
detiec Survey for duty in making tidal observations in Grant Land and
Greenland.

It would appear that the bill in question is framed for the pmiyoaa
of rewardin ivil Engineer Peary for having reached the North Pole,
and while gaving successfully accomplished this self-imposed task is
most commendable and reflects great credit not only upon him, but also
upon the entire Nationm, his various exploring expeditions can not be
regarded as having been conducted for a strictly military or naval
purpose, and for this reason it seems inappropriate to confer upon him
a title for which his previcous education, training, and service haye not
ﬂttl‘;:dtamﬁilerelm recommended that in the title of the bill and in the
fourth line thereof the word ** commander "™ be changed to * civil engi-
neer,” the latter being AMr, Peary's correct official designation, and,
further, that instead of appointing him a rear admiral and placing him
upon the retired list as such, that he be retired as a civil engineer with
the rank of rear admiral, and with the highest retired pay of that grade
under existing law.

Faithfully, yours, G. v. L. MEYER.
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS,
2 House of Representatives,

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, March 12, 1910.
Hon. J. HAMPTON Hooni

M. C. 7

House of Representatives, ﬁ’uursgfu, M TR

to your letter to the Superintendent of the Coast and
of the 11th instant, I beg leave to inform you that in
the letter of the President, dated July 3, 1908, ad-
dressed to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and orders of the
Navy Department dat July 2, 1908, Civil Engineer R. E. Peary,
United B&tes Navy, reported by letter to the Superintendent of the
Coast and Geodetic Survey for the purpose of making tidal observa-
tions along the Grant Land and Greenland shore of the polar sea.

Detailed instructions as to the manner of making these observations
were issued by the Superintendent of the Coast Survey under date of
July 9, 1908.

[{nder date of October 18, 1909, Mr. Peary transmitted to the Super-
intendent of the Coast Survey 21 volumes of tidal observations and
also a profile of soundings from Cape Columbia to within 5 miles of
the pole.

A reduction of the tidal observations has been in
time, but owing to more pressing duties the final
results has not yet been completed.

Under date og October 31, 1009, a copy of the profile of soundings
was forwarded to the Hydrographie Office of the Navy Department for
utilization in the publication of their chart of vhe polar ocean. In
answer, therefore, to the guestion whether his reports have been
available for public use in the publication of data and in the dissemina-
tion of information respecting the arctic seas, 1 beg leave to say that
the records have been treated in the customary

Respectfully, C

Sir: In reply
Geodetic Burve
conformity wi

rogress for some
scussion of these

manner.
NAGEL, Secretary.

NATIONAL GEOGRAPHIC SOCIETY'S INVESTIGATION.

At a meeting of the board of managers of the National Geogmtfhic
Boclety, Wednesday morning, October 20, the records and observations
and proof of Commander bert E. Peary that he reached the pole
April 6, 1909, were submitted to the society.

The records and observations were immediately referred to the com-
mittee on research, with the direction that the chairman appoint a sub-
committee of experts, of which he shall be a member, to ne sa
records and report on them to the board. Mr. Henry Gannett, chalr-
man of the committee on research, Immediatel ag inted as the other
members of the committee Rear Admiral Colby M. Chester, United Btates
Navy, and O. H. Tittmann, Superintendent of the United States Coast
and “Geodetie Survey.

This committee of the soclety will personally examine the notebooks
and original observations made by Commander Peary in his march to
the pole and see all the papers as brought back from the field. The
committee will report to the the result of its findings at a speclal
meeting of the board to be called for that purpose.

This action of the society was taken in accordance with the by-laws
of the soclety, which provide that * the committee on research shall
be charged with the conslderation of all matters of scientific and tech-
nical geography, inecluding cx;{mrntion, which may be brought before
the society, or which may originate in the committee, and shall rer?ort
thereon to the board of mana, , with recommendations for action.

At a meeting on October T the beard of managers stated that the
National Geogra&mc Soelety could acre&t the personal statements of
neither Comm:nder Peary nor Dr. Cook that the pole had been reached,
without investigation by its committee on research or by a scientific
‘bo?' acceptable to it.

t the same meeting Commander Peary and Dr. Cook were urged
B ily to submit their observations to a competent scientific commis-
sion In the United States.

At a later meeting the board jolned in a request from the American
Museum of Natural History, New York, and the American raphical
Soclety to President Ira Remsen that he, as the president of the
National Academy of Sciences, appoint n commission to pass upon the
records of Commander Peary and Dr. Cook. This plan for an early
examination failed, as Dr. Remsen stated that he would not be able to
np{pol.ut said commission unless authorized by his council, which meets
late in November, and unless also requested to do so by both Commander
Peary and Dr. Cook.

Commander Peary was willing to abide by such a commission, but
Dr. Cook stated that his observations would go first to the University
of Copenhagen. In view of the fact that Commander Peary had been
waiting since his return to submit his records to a scientific commis-
sion in the United States, the National Geographic Soclety believed it
should receive his papers now in order that his claim of having reached
the grole ma{ be passed upon without further delay.

The soclety is ready to make a similar examination of Dr. Cook’s
original observations and field notes, but as he promised to send them
to the University of Copenhagen, and the society will not have an op-

ortunity of seeing them for probably some months, it did not seem
'air to defer action on Commander Peary’s observations until Dr. Cook’s
Eapers were received by the soclety. The only question now to be
ecided by the society is whether or not Commander Peary reached the
pole on April 6, 1909.

Mr. Henry Gannett, chairman of the committee which will report on
Commander Peary's observations, has been chief geographer of the
United States Geological Survey since 1882; he is the author of
Manual of Topographie Burveying, Statistical Atlases of the Tenth
and Eleventh Censuses, Dictionary of Altitudes, Magnetic Declination
in the United States, Stanford’s Compendium of Geography, and of
many Government reports, Mr. Gannett is vice president of the
National Geographic Soclety, and was one of the founders of the

soclety in 1888,
Rear Admiral Colby M. Chester, United States Navy, was graduated
from the United States Naval Academy in 1863. He held prac-

tically every important command nnder the Navy Department, including
BU tendent of the United States Naval Observatory, commander in
chief Atlantic Squadron, Superintendent of the United States Naval
Academy, Chief of Hydrographic Division, United States Navy. Ad-
miral Chester has been known for many years as one of the best and
most particular navigators in the service.

0. ﬁ Tittmann has been superintendent of the United States Coast
and Geodetlie Survey since 1900. He is the member for the United
States of the Alaskan Boundary Commission, and was one of the

| founders of the National Geographic Bocie

Board of managers: Alexander Grahsmr{%ell, inventor of the tele-
hone ; C. M. Chester, rear admiral, United States Navy; former Super-
Fntendent United States Naval Observatory; F. V. Coville, botanist,
United States Department of Agriculture; Rudolph Kauffman
ing editor, the Evening Star; T. L. Maecdonald, M. D.; Willis L.
Chief United Btates Weather Bureau ; 8. N. D. North, formerly Director
United States Burean of Census; O. P. Austin, Chief United States
Burean of Statistics; Charles J. Bell, president American Security &

t Co.; T. C. Chamberlin, professor of mlo%. University of Chi-
cago; Geo Davidson, professor of geography, University of Califor-
nia; John Joy Edson, president Washington Loan & Trust Co.; David

Fairchild, in charge of cultural explorations, Department of Agri-
culture; A. J. Henry, professor of meteorology, Wnited States Weather
Bureau; A. W. Greely, arctic explorer, major general, United States
Army; Henry Gannett, geofmpher of Conservation Commission; J.
Howard Gore, professor of mathematics, the George Washinglon
University ; Gilbert H. Grosvenor, editor of National Geographic Maga-
zine ; George Otis Smith, Director of United States Geological Survey;
0. H. Tittmann, Superintendent of United States Coast and Geodetic
Survey; and John A. Wilson, brigadier general, United States Army,
formerly Chief of Engineers.

The subcommittee to which was referred the task of examining the
records of Commander Peary in evidence of his having reached the
North Pole beg to report that they have completed their task.

Commander Peary has submitted to thls subcommittee his original
journal and records of observations, together with all his instruments
and apparatus and certain of the most important of the scientific re-
sults of his expedition. These have been carefully examined by your sub-
committee, and they are opnanimously of the opinion that Commander
Peary reached the North Pole on April G, 1909,

They also feel warranted in stating that the organization, planning,
and management of the expedition, its complete success, and Its secien-
tific resnlts reflect the test credit on the ability of Commander
Robert E. Peary and render him worthy of the highest honors that the
National graphic Society can bestow upon him.

HexRY GANNETT.
C. M. CHESTER.
0. H. TITTMANN.




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2721

The foregoing report was unanimously approved.

Immediafeply after this action the ta[vlovgng resolutions were unani-
mously adopted:

“YWhereas Commander Robert E. Peary has reached the North Pole,
the E‘Voal sought for centuries; and

“ Whereas is the greatest geographical achievement that this
soclety can have opportunity to honor: erefore

“Resolved, That a special medal be awarded to Commander Peary.”

DEcEMBER 9, 1900.
TneoporR ROOSEVELT, Nairobi, British East Africa:

National Geographic Society December 15 awards medal Peary for
discovery of pole. Will appreciate message of congratulation from you.
NATIONAL Gmemnl‘c SOCIETY.

Namroer, December 11, 1909.
NATIONAL GEOGRAPIIC SocleETY, Washington:
Extremely pleased. Desire throngh you to extend heartiest congratu-

Iations Peary on his great feat which you have thus recognized.
ROOSEVELT.

Referring to the time occupied by Peary in his last dash to
the pole, Mr. Gilbert H. Grosvenor, director and editor of the
National Geographic Society, says:

In view of the recent published statement by a Member of Congress
doubting the distances traveled by ¥ on his last northern sledge
journey, I have gone to some trouble to obtain correct figures from the
narrative of Peary's last and previous expeditions.

Anyone who cares to take the time and trouble can verify these
figures, and will find the following results:

Peary's average distance per march from Cape Columbia to where
Bartlett turned back was 12.8 miles. IJad it not been for the north
wind two days, setting them back, this avera would have been 13§
mliles. Between two observations taken by Marvin the average of
three marches was 16§ miles. Several of e marches were 20 miles.

His average, from the time Bartlett left him, to the pole was 26
miles. His average on his return was 25.6 miles.

For comparison with the above fizures, as showing that these aver-
ages are not at all excessive, the following facts can be taken from
the narrative of the last expedition and previous ones:

Peary's last two marches on the return, from Cape Columbia to the
Roogcvelt, were 45 miles each. On this and previous expeditions the
journey from Cape Hecla to the Roogevelt, a distance of 45 to 50 miles,
was made in one march. The distance from Cape Columbia te Heela
was nlso made on other occasions In one march. The march from the
Roosevelt to Porter Bay, a distance of 35 miles, was repeatedly made in
lllt 10, and 12 hours. MaeMillan and Borup, return from Cape

orris Jessup to the Roosevelt, made the distance of 250 miles or
more in eight marches, an average of over 31 miles a march. Peary, in
one of his earlier expeditions, made the distance from Cape Wilkes
to Cape D'Urville, a distance of 65 to T0O miles, in one march. He re-
peat made the march from Cape D'Urville to Cape Fraser, a dis-
tance og 40 miles, in one march, and in the winter of 1899-1900 traveled
gr}r‘s Etah to a point in Robertson Bay, 60 miles distant, in less than

ours.

On his return from Independence Bay to Bowdoin Bay, Peary aver-
aged 20 miles a day for 25 successlve marches; 210 miles in 7 ‘succes-
give marches (an average of 30 milezs a day), making the last march
of 40 miles, all these with dogs not driven by Eskimo drivers.

On more than one occaslon in the fall of 1900 Peary's parties went
from Lake Hazen to Fort Conger, both by the Bellows route and by
the Black Vale route, distances either way of 50 miles overland, in 1
march. This after the sun had set for the winter.

In February, 1899, before the sun returned, Peary (with both feet
frozen six weeks before) sledged from Conger to Cape D'Urville, a dis-
tance of over 200 miles, in 11 marches, in an average temperature of
53} degrees below zero, an average of about 20 miles. In March of
1902 he went from Cape Sabine to Fort Conger, a distance of 250 to
2300 miles, as traveled, in 12 marches, an average of 21 to 25 miles, and
lxtcér cox;rred the same distance again in 11 marches, an average of 22
to 27 miles.

In the history of polar exploration no one has had so much and such
Jong-continued training in fce work as Peary ; his speed is the result of
longz years of practice, resulting in great physical endurance and skill
in the use of the sledge.

1211 FOURTEENTH AVENUE,
Altoona, Pa., March 11, 1910,
Mr. GinpErT H. GROSVENOR,

National Geographic Society, Washington, D. O,

Dean Mr. GrosveExomr: I just received your letter and am only too
glad to deo as you ask and tell you what we fellows thought of Com-
mander Peary and the wonderful kind way be treated us.

It makes me sick the way almost everyone criticizes, abuses, and
knocks him.

Why, do you su]gpase for one minute he could have gotten the work
out of elther the Eskimos or ourselves if he had been a grim martinet
or tyrant. Well, T guess not.

In the fall of 1908, for about four weeks, MacMillan was laid out by
a fever and was in bed for nearly three weeks. Ivery day the com-
mander would drop in several times a day to see how he was eﬁetﬂng
on, ask him what he could do for him, what books “ Mac " wanted from
hia arctie l[brar%', what tunes he would like played on the pianocla, what
varlety in his food he would qrefer, ete. Then he would go get the
bocks wanted or sit down and g) ay the pianola for “ Mac " by the hour.

Once, on the second day of the dash, ‘‘Mac" fell in the icy water
up to his waist, with the temperature in the minus fifties. Luckily for
hfm it was camping time and the igloos were almost done.

He hurried to eamp. The commander saw he had met with a mis-
hap, spread out a mnsk-ox robe for him to sit on, helped him pull off
his iey moeeasins and stockings, dried his feet, legs, and drawers with
the shirt that was next his own gkin—and, mind you, there was no
drying that shirt over a fire; he had to dry it with his own animal

heat.

After that he put Mac’s feet, which by this time were nenrlly frozen,
upen his own stomach to warm them up. From experience 1 for one
know that having a palr of icy feet on one’s stomach is far from

leasant.
. N:w, there was no need for the commander to have done that. He
could have called an Eskimo up and told him to warm Mac's feet up.

But, no, he did it himself.

And, of course, when the leader of an expedition is willing to do that
for his men, they are devoted to him and will do anything for him.

Again, when cMillan was shot the commander came in the room
with the tears In his eyes and said he'd have rather been shot himself
than have MacMillan laid out—and if ever a man meant what he said
we knew the commander did.

If I started to tell yon the numberless ways the commander went out
of his way to help us, give us advice, keep us jollied up, I'd have a book
written before I got through.

Personally my own father could not have been kinder or more con-
giderate to me than the commander was. During the whole trip I
never knew him to say a cross word to anyone, white man or Eskimo,

and Lord knows we gave him occasion to often enough.
He would not only go out of his way to help us, but would put him-
self out for the dogs. I remember once a dog got a line snarled around

his leg on deck and was in great pain. I went to his rescue, but the
brute falled to appreciate my attempts to get him out of his fix, and
seemed to hold me responsible for his pain.

The commander happened to come out on deck then, saw the dog
was doing his best to sample me, and came up to help at once. Just a
word or two to the dog, and the animal seemed to know he'd found
a friend; the commander afot hold of his leg, unwrap the trace, and
theﬂ(:{) was free and falling all over the commander to express his
gratitude.

If you will excuse my contlnuing on another line in regard to this
Macon affair about the distances we supporting parties went, when
Marvin and I were trying to overhaul Peary he covered about 40 miles
one day and were one day's march behind main column. We called
for a volunteer to go ahead and catch Peary, and Segloo, who after-

s went to the Bole, responded, and after less than four hours' rest
went on, eovering about 20 more miles, and catchin% Pearf' at 84° 29'—
Eh.n.t is, h? came from about 83° 30" to 84° 29" (5T mlilez) with four

ours’ rest.

Again McMillan and 1 reached the shi
Morris Jesup, nearly 300 geographical miles, in elght marches, and we
took things easy at that. Twice we covered over 50 miles in 2 march.

Returning from 85° 23" with 3 Eskimos, 2 of whom were so badly
laid out they couldn’t walk, but had to be d on the sledge drawn
by 16 of the worst dogs of the whole outfit, we reached land, 136
graphical miles away, in seven marches, and would have done it in less but
for being delayed by open water.

We ave 20 miles a day, almost a badly crippled outfit at that.
Are Commander Peary’s marches surprising when you remember his
wejr_e the best Eskimos of the tribe, the dogs the pick of 2407

0 Bum u

Commander Peary was just great kindness and consideration per-
sonified, always going out of his way to help us, and the only trouble
with his having found the pole is that we can never have the privilege
of serving under such a wonderfully fine leader as he is again.

Thanks for your promlae to let me know about the southern expedi-
tion, as, with s methods, I think it would be a sure m‘“ﬁ:

Yours, sincerely, GEORGE BORUP.

at Cape SBheridan from Cape

BosTox Crry CLus,
9 Beacon Sireetf.

The fact that I have been with Commander Peary on all of his expe-
ditions since 1897 must necesmrﬂm'ove that I thfnk highly of him.

The fact that nearly all the me rs of the expedition wanted to go
w’iuiimm again shows that there could be nothing but the most smjnl'ﬁe
relations.

The late Prof. Marvin thought so highly of Peary that he sacrificed
a great many opportunities in order to make another voyage with him.

. Wolf, the surgeon of 1906-7, tried very hard to go "ﬁg‘é@" but
could -not get away on account of his practice. The chief eng r and
Bosee Murphy, also Steward Charles Percy, as well as members of the
crew, have been with him since the Roosevelt was launched.

The late Capt. Harry Bartlett, who was drowned, had been with
Peary twice ; Capt. John Bartlett several times, (;lvlng up owing to age
limit ; and Capt. Samuel Bartlett was with him for a number of years,
but did not feel like lea his family, simply because they did not
wish him to be away from his home during the winter.

I have merely extjuoted the above to demonstrate that the best of feel-
ing must have sted between the commander and the members of his
party at all times. One can be assured that the Eskimo wouM! not
work for him unless they had the highest regard for him.

¥ own estimation of Pear{ is hard to deseribe. I have more admira-
tion for him than any man living. We have never had a hard word,
and the same friendly relations existing between the commander and
myself during all the years that I have with him remain the same
as when first I met him.

His kindly consideration of everyone under the most trying conditions
was always marked; his orders were always given in the form of a
request, and he always Invited suggestions of the members of his party.

‘ When Jesus Christ was on earth He was not appreciated by many.
He had to die to get recognition.”

To know a man shorn of all frills, live with him in the Arectic and
there you will see a man in his true light. A man may be an angel or
act like one here, but up in the Arctic, where one comes in constant or
dally contact with each other and have the same regard for his fellow
ma'lg n:iter gsttizefore, tihatp man gmst be all ?gl}_t'h g .

e an me again Peary has ne out o W to make things
leasant for us, doing without thfgss himself so t;{t we may have
hem. If the last drop of whisky was left in the bottle and a” fellow

wanted it, Peary would willingly give it. I have seen him when his

oo has built make tea and give it to me. To tell of the many
%il Itnssl that he has done for not only me but others of the party, would

a large book.

In conclusion, I am perfectly satisfied with Peary’s treatment of me.
I never want to sail with a better man. A born leader of men. A man
of master mind.

ROBERT A. BARTLETT,
Bailing Master, Peary Arctic Club, Steamer Roosevell,

NATIONAL GEOGRAPHIC SOCIETY,
Washington, D. €., March 17, 1910.
Hon. J. HAMPTON M

OORE,
House of Representatives, United States,
TWashington, D, C.

Dear Sie: 1 have yours of this date.

The report submitted to the National Geographic Soclety November
4, 1909, ce ing that * Commander Peary has submitted to this sub-
commitlee his original journal and records of observations, together
with all his instruments and apparatus and certain of the most im-
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ggrtant of the sclentific results of his expedition,” and that * these have
en carefully examined by your subcommittee, and they are unani-
mously of the opinion that C{}mmander Pear{ reached the North Pole
on April 6, 1909,” to which report my name is attached, was, and still
is, my unbiased statement of the records as I found them, This report
made by me and my colleagues to the National Geographle Boclety No-
vember 4, 1909, was true and accurate, and since that date my opinion
as to Mr, Peary's discovery has not in anywise changed, nor would it
be chan if 1 should be called upon to make a report to the Congress
of the United States.
Very truly, yours, HENRY GANNETT,
President National Geographic Society.

2014 HILLYER PrLAcE NW,,
Washington, D. C., March 18, 1910.

Dear Mn Moore: I have your letter of the 17th. During the time
when a controversy about the discovery of the North Pole was acute in
this country 1 was in Europe and knew very little about it. 1 came
bal':l:i entirely unbiased and served on the committee in that frame of
mind.

On the evidence before us I signed the report to the National Geo-
graphic Society with a full sense of its import. My opinion has under-
gone no change since the date of that report, and I am fully convinced
that Peary reached the pole,

Yours, truly, 0, H. TITTMANN.

Hon. J. HamrTON MooORE, M. C.,
Washington, D. C.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I yield the bal-
ance of my time to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SAUN-
DERS].

Msg. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, wonderful indeed has been
the progress of polar research during the last three decades.
Even as a child I read with avid interest the fascinating story
of man’s efforts to wrest its secret from the frozen North and
solve one of the mysteries of the ages by the discovery of the
pole. It was a proud moment for every American when the
news was flashed from the Arctic depths that the Stars and
Stripes floated over the grinding floes and sullen waters that
mark the most northern corner of the world, the goal for which
g0 many brave men have struggled, and in whose quest so many
precions lives have been risked and lost, through centuries of
heroie endeavor. The bones of the men of many nations are
strewn over those savage and melancholy wastes—Scandina-
viang, Russians, Italians, Englishmen, Dutchmen, Americans—
all are there. Year by year, intrepid souls won nearer. and
gtill nearer to the point of ultimate quest, ever hiding itself in
the recesses of darkness, and apparently defying solution and
discovery by mortal means. From her mysterious depths the
Spirit of the North smote the men who challenged her secrets,
with icy blasts, terrible as the gales on which death rides, or
drove these rash intruders to madness, with the oppressive
gilence and awful monotony of her vast solitudes. But if
nature was forbidding man was indomitable, and in the result
victory was with man. Peary, the American, is a worthy suc-
cessor of Parry, and Kane, and Markham, and Nansen, and
Abruzzi, and a host of others. To-day the world honors him.
We are asked to do the same. What shall we do with him?

Either Peary has done this great thing, achieved this coveted |

distinction, and covered himself with that glory which others
have essayed to win, or. he is a shameless impostor, a daring
fraud, a blot on the fame and the name of the American
Navy. He is asked to submit living witnesses, as if, forsooth,
he could call sojourners from the pole itself or * spirits from
the vasty deep,” and produce them by subpena before a com-
mittee of this House. In the nature of things, his evidence
must largely consist in the attendant circumstances, his scien-
tific observations, and the credence that should be extended to
a witness of established character for truth.

The gavants, the explorers, and the scientific associations of
the Old World, have accepted Peary's narrative as true, and
have accorded to him the honor properly due his great achieve-
ment. A portion of his own people, a small section, it is true,
of the American publie, is disposed’ to discredit his claims,
What is there in his narrative to raise a doubt about the bona
fides of his story? True, if his observations were not taken on
the ground, he is an imposter, but if they were taken as alleged,
then it is a simple matter of scientific determination to check
up those observations, and ascertain where they place the ob-
gerver with relation to the pole.

Peary possessed every qualification necessary for a successful
explorer in high latitudes. He had scientific knowledge, ample
experience in polar exploration, the confidence of the natives, a
cool and intrepid spirit, and a body seasoned by Arctic hardship.
Nothing in his life suggests the charlatan, who is willing to at-
tain a little cheap notoriety and ultimate disgrace, by imposing a
series of pretended observations upon a credulous public. He
has pursued the pole with the same single and undeviating pur-
pose, with the same fixed absorption in his work, that marked
Palissy’s quest of the elusive secrets of the ceramic art, and he
reached his goal through discouragements fully as great, as

those which obstructed the illustrions Frenchman. If proof of
this great discovery rested wholly on Peary's unsupported
word, even conceding that in a large sense he is an interested
witness, surely an unblemished life, and a career of distin-
guished success in polar research, should induce the most skep-
tical to give credence to his claim. But he does not stand alone.
He is supported by observations which competent scientific
critics assert must have been taken at the times and places
alleged in Peary’s narrative.

Hugh C. Mitchell, an expert computer, is most explicit and
emphatic in his statement that “ it would have been impossible
for the data of Peary’s observations to have been obtained other
than under the ecircumstances claimed.” It is his judgment
that they prove each other, and that error could be detected,
had the observations not been made at the points set forth in
the memorandum. In other words, in proof of his claim Peary
submits certain observations, which he states were made at cer-
tain times, and under certain conditions, in his approach to the
pole. The scientists proceed to examine these observations,
and announce as a scientific conclusion that they could not have
been taken save as claimed—that they prove themselves, and
vindicate the explorer’s statement. As a further conclusion, the
scientists announce that the observations show that at the time
they were taken, Peary was practically at the pole. Is there
anyone in this body competent to challenge these conclusions?
Is there anyone of standing in the seientific world, who has
undertaken to challenge them, or to cast impugning doubt on
Peary's claim? With unique tenacity and fixity of purpose
Peary pursued his quest of the pole during 20 years of Arctic
sojourn. Year by year he accumulated the experience so vital
to success in the work to which he had devoted his life. Nor
were these years barren of resunlts in other directions. These
results have been duly noted and appraised, by the scientific
world. As he grew older, he lost something of the dash and
fire which are attendant on youthful vigor, but he acquired a
perfect knowledge of the Arctic service through the way of
painful experience, and bitter hardship. Thus he was enabled,
in his final preparations, to eliminate all dead weight, retain-
ing in the lightest and most compact form, the supplies and
equipment that were essential to ultimate success.

Lividently the Navy Department believed that they had found
the man for the task, the man who combined in high degree
scientific attainments with a practical working knowledge of
the conditions under which the struggle for the pole must be
prosecuted. The last words of the department, in its letter
to Peary on the eve of his departure, are full of hope and en-
couragement. *You have,” runs the letter, “the requisite
courage, fortitnde, and physique; you have bad a longer term
of service within the Arctic Circle than any other explorer,
and you have had large experience in sledge journeying on the
land, and upon the polar pack; you have demonstirated your
ability to maintain yourself in that latitude for a longer period,
in health and safety, than any other explorer; you have reduced
the inconveniences and hardships of the Arctie service to the
minimum. The attainment of the pole should be your main
object. Nothing short will suffice. Our national pride is in-
volved in the undertaking. This department expeets that you
will accomplish your purpose, and bring further distinetion to a

service of illustrious traditions.”” The President added, “I
believe in you, Peary.” Nor was this confidence misplaced.
Peary's life had been the life of an honorable man. His past

work was rich in notable achievements. He had not only added
immensely to our stock of geographical knowledge, but in 1906
had penetrated deeper into the Arctic Zone than any of his
predecessors. His record of that date is 87° 6. This record
has never been challenged, any more than the records of Mark-
ham, Nansen, and the Duke of the Abruzzi. In his last trip it
was no unfamiliar work that Peary undertook. He fully real-
ized that this venture would be his final effort, and that if he
failed to attain the pole, he would be out of the running, and in
a sense his life, which had been consecrated to one task, would
be a failure. -

Hence he brought to this last cast all that the rich stores of
experience, accumulated during two decades of struggle and
hardship, could suggest as essential for snccess. His arrange-
ments for supplies, dogs, and men were methodical and com-
plete. His plans contemplated a eamp at Cape Sheridan for
winter quarters. From this camp supplies were to be trans-
ported to Cape Columbia, which was selected as the initial
point for the final dash. These plans were executed with clock-

like precision. During the long winter months of 1909, Eskimos

and dogs were frained until the commander was satisfied that
they were fit and ready for the task that confronted them.
Peary's plan contemplated a succession of supporting parties,
all designed to bring the party selected for the last dash, not
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only within €triking distance of the pole, but in the best pessible
condition, and amply supplics with fresh dogs and provisions.
This plan was successfully worked out, and when Bartlett
turned back he left Peary with “picked dogs, good sledges,
and plenty of provisions for the final journey.” At this time
Peary was at 87° 47’, or 1383 miles from the pole. This is fixed
by undisputed testimony, for it was at 87° 47’ that Bartlett and
Peary parted, after exchanging signed statements. No caviller
at Peary’s achievement, no antagonist, however disposed to
discredit his narrative, but will be forced to admit that at this
time Peary was not only nearer to the pole than any of his
predecessors, but that he started on the final dash for the
elusive object of his life’s quest, with fairer hopes, and under
more promising conditions of ultimate sueccess, than any eof
those indomitable amen who fought their way against bitter
winds and moving floes, only to find that, with the pole in
striking distance, lack of food and means of transportation,
compelled them to abandon the adventure. Peary had every-
thing that he needed in abundance. ¥e was provided with
dogs, provisions, and sleds. He was in rugged health, fit and
ready for his work. Only 133 miles of broken ice stretched be-
tween him and his goal.

Why should it be deemed inecredible that he planted the flag
of our Nation at the very pole? All that msan could do to pre-
pare for this last leap into the dark had been done. Right to
his hand, and in profusion, was everything required for success
fnder the conditions that confronted him. His dogs were the
best that the Arctic Circle could afford. His sleds were as per-
fect in construction, as the teachings of the combined experience
of the white man and the Eskimo, could make them. His food
supplies were the lightest in bulk, and the highest in nutrition,
that could be obtained. His helpers had proved their worth
during long years of severe trial, and arduous endeavor. Ina
word, when Peary parted from Bartlett he had everything that
man could afford for final success, and if weather conditions
were favorable for a few days, victory was in his grasp. In no-
wise did the surface to be traveled over, differ from that already
traversed by the explorer and his companions, up to the fateful
point of final separation, when the statements were exchanged,
and the solemn farewells were uttered. From that time forward
we must rely on Peary. And why not? Ile had risked his life a
hundred times, he had dared a thousand dangers in his quest
of the pole. Who believes that he was less willing to go for-
ward, when the fruit of success was within his reach, ready for
the plucking, than during the preceding years of disappointment,
when the only ceriain things were danger, privation, and suffer-
ing? Who believes that after Bartlett left him, he went into
eamp, and, too slothful or too cowardly to prosecute his task,
worked out in detail an elaborate fraud, subsequently rejoining
his eompanions with a detailed story of fictitious success, at-
tained through fletitious dangers?

He tells us that he went forward; that fortune favored him;
that no leads interposed to obstruct his journey with their
black and forbidding waters; that the conditions underfoot per-
mitted a swift and uninterrupted passage; and that in five
marches he traversed the intervening distance, and reached the
pole, If Peary did not reach the pole, and some other man
must yet attain that undiscovered point, he must achieve suc-
cess under precisely the same conditions that Peary alleges to
have prevailed in his final dasli. The plan to be pursned must
be the same. A small party, well supplied with dogs, food, and
equipment, must be placed in striking distance of the object
sought. A race for the pole must then ensue, and with every
energy strained to the breaking point, the explorer mmst make
the outward and return trip over the intervening space, in the
shortest possible time. If fortune favors, the trip may be made
just as Peary alleges that he made it. ‘So, after all, there is
nothing incredible per se in his claim that he reached the Pale.
Peary states that he covered 133 miles in five marches. This
was a little over 26 miles per day, or unit march, and while
this was good traveling, it was not exceptional or unusuval,
having in mind that the dogs were in first-class condition and
the surface of the floes was of ‘the same character as that
alrendy traveled. On his return over the same trail Peary
covered 413 miles in 16 marches, or an average of 251 miles
per march, a much more remarkable performance, even over
a partially beaten trail, than 133 miles in five marches, at a
time when the explorer was keyed to the highest pitch of nery-
ous energy. Bartlett returned from his farthest point, 87° 47,
in the same number of marches as Peary did from that point,
under harder conditions, for Peary's party had the benefit of a
broken trail.

MeMillan and Borup, fwo of Peary's men, with the same
dogs used on the northern trip, covered between 275 and 300
miles over difficult ground in eight marches, or an average of

about 35 miles to the march. On more than one occasion, the

iwo made over 50 miles in a march. Borup's own statement,
which I reproduce in part, is ample evidence that Peary’s daily
average on the last dash was neither nnusual, nor excessive:

AvLTooxA, PA., March H, 1910.
Mr. GiLBERT H. GROSVENOR,

National Geographic Socicty, Washington, D. O.

My Dean Mz GrosveExor: I have just received your letter, and am
only too glad to do as you ask, and tell you what we fellows think of
Commander Teary, and the wenderful kind way he treated us. * * *

Do you suppose, for one minute, he could have gotten the work -out -of
either the E 08, or ourselves, if he had been a grim martinet, or a
tyrant? * * * ]f ] started to tell you the numberless ways the
Commuander went out of his way to help us, I would have a book writ-
ten, before 1 got through. During the whole trip, I never knew him to
#ay a cross word to anyone, Eskimo, or white man, and the Lord knows
we F“B him occasion often enuufh to do so. ool B

If you will excuse my continulng on another llne, in regard to this
Ancon affair, about the distances we su rting parties went, when
Marvin and I were trying to overbaul FPeary, we covered about 40
miles in one day. * * * Again McMillan and I reached the ship
at Cape Bheridan, from Cape Jesup, nearly 300 ographical miles, In
eight ‘marches. Twice we covered over 50 miles in a march. Return-
ing from 85° 23’ with 3 Eskimos, 2 of whom were so badly laid o
that they could mot walk, but had to he drag on the sled by 1
of the worst dogs of the whole outfit, we reached land 136 phical
miles away, in T marches, and would have done it in less, but for being
delayed by open water. We averaged 20 miles a day almost, with a
badly erippled outfit at that. Are Commander Peary's marches sur-
prising, when you remember his were the best Eskimos of the tribe,
the dogs, the plek of 240. To sum up: Commander Peary was just
great kindness and consideration personified, always going out of the
way to help us, and the onlg trouble about his having found the pole,
is that we can never have the privilege again, of serving under such a
wondlerfuliy fine leader as he is.

GeoncE BORUP.

Yours, sincerely,

Lieut. Shackleton’s party made marches of 20, 26, and 29
miles in the Antarctic regions without dogs and dragging their
own sledges. These figures fully show that under such condi-
tions as prevalled, up to the time that Bartlett and Peary
parted, the pole was within the reach of so experienced and
intrepid an explorer as Peary, provided always that his equip-
ment was adequate to the achievement. But in this respect no
explorer was ever better supplied at the critical moment. Up
to that time Peary’s plans had been carried out with methodical
precision. The supporting evidence to this effect is abundant,
and complete. But when he parted from Bartlett, he plunged
into the unknown, and his claims to final success, rest upon his
own statements and observations. For while he had compan-
ions, their festimony can not be used to establish more than
that they and Peary went forward in some direction, unknown
to them, for five marches, before turning back. They were not
competent to take independent observations, or to confirm those
taken by Peary. Hence, save to prove the fact that five marches
were made, and observations were taken, these witnesses must
be discarded.

In the result, Peary and Peary's own observations must estab-
lish his ecase. It is admitted that he was competent to take
observations, and if the observations submitted, were taken as
alleged, then any competent scientist working them out, should
be able to determine where they placed Peary on the earth’s
surface with relation to the pole. Peary submitted all of his
papers, original data, daily journal, and notes of astronomical
observations, and soundings, to a committee of this House. In °
addition, a report was submitted from the National Geographic
Society of Washington, and one from the President, and one of
the board of governors of the Royal Geographical Society of
London. Through its computer, the latter society had made an
independent examination of the data submitted.

Hugh C. Mitchell and €. R. Duvall, expert computers of
astronomical observations, from the Coast and Geodetic Survey
of the United States, nlso submitted a report. These men
worked independently, but their conclusions tallied to a won- .
derful degree. Now, what are these conclusions, and where do
they place Peary at the time the observations were taken?
Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Duvall arrived at the position of Peary by
independent methods, using, of course, the same observations.
Their calculations agree within a second of latitude, and both
computers are in accord in holding that the observations taken
by Peary at Camp Jessup were latitude 80° 55’ 23'’, longitude
137° west, thus placing Peary at the time, within 4.6 geo-
graphic miles of the pole. But this was not his closest ap-
proach. Mr, Mitchell further states that the observations taken
at 6.40 o'clock on April 7, and Peary’s subsequent travel for
an estimated distance of 8 miles in the direction of the sum,
indicate that he came within 1.6 miles of the pole. Indeed,
witnesses say that Peary may have come within a stone's throw
of his goal. The attention of the House is again called to the
statement of the witness Mitchell that, in the light of his
professional experience, it would have been impossible for the
datan of these observations to have been obtained other than
under the circumstances claimed; that in using these obser-
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vations in connection with each other, they in a measure prove
each other, and that error could be detected had the observa-
tions not been made at the points set forth in the data. In
other words, “the independent observations taken on the 6th
and Tth, with the sun in the same direction, practically agree
upon comparison.” :

The opposition to Peary seems unwilling to accord any formal
recognition of his great achievement, on the ground that the
evidence submitted does not establish that he reached the
‘actual pole. That may be true, though the scientific witnesses
concur that he may have been within a stone’s throw of that
point. But the pole can not be reached in the same sense, that
the highest point of a mountain peak can be scaled. There
is, of course, nothing to mark the pole. Its whereabouts must
be located by scientific observations, and these observations are
Inevitably taken under conditions which render absolute exact-
ness impossible. There is no standard by which the observer
can check his instruments at the time of final observation.

The best instruments may be secured for this purpose, but
before they are put to their final use, in the observations to
locate the pole, considerable time has elapsed, during which they
have been subjected to much rough travel. In addition, the
haziness of the atmosphere, and the height of the sun, affect the
accuracy of the observations. The errors may be slight, the
wear and tear of the instruments may be barely appreciable,
but when considered in connection with the effort to locate the
whereabouts of an observer on the earth’s surface, they are not
negligible. As showing what this means, attention is called to
the fact that after his return, Peary sent his gtandard chronom-
eter to its makers for rating and comparison. When this in-
strument was examined before the expedition started it was
found to have a predicted daily rate of 0.2 of a second losing.
The comparison after the return, showed that the instrument
had a daily rate of 2.2 seconds gaining. With this correction
afforded, the computer, Mitchell, was able to ascertain that
Peary’s instrument was 10 minutes fast on the trip to the
pole, and “ the sun, instead of belng observed on the assumed
meridian 70, was observed 10 minutes before it reached that
meridian.” One effect of this error was in the assumed direc-
tion of the sun, it being really 24° east of south, when it was
assumed that it was due south. This error in his chronometer,
which was due to no fault of Peary and which he was abso-
lutely unable to detect or correct, “ carried him to the left, in-
stead of in a direct line to the pole.” IHad his chronometer
been correct, Peary’s forward march from Camp Jessup would
have carried the explorer directly over the pole. As it was,
Peary made a “ detour to the right on the succeeding day, which
brought him within 1.6 miles of the exact pole.”

Another thing not to be forgotten is that but little time is
afforded for observations, when an explorer has reached the
approximate location of the pole. He must work at high pres-
sure all the while, and in every way expedite the date of his
return. There is no quest in which luck plays so large a part
as in the quest of the pole. The time within which the explorer
must go forward and return, is within narrow limits. The
floor over which he travels is treacherous and uncertain., At
any moment a lead may open before the traveler, impossible to
be crossed. When this occurs, he has simply to wait until it
closes. His skill, experience, and fortitude are of no avail
under such conditions. It is merely a question of patient ex-
pectation. If the lead remains impassible for any great length
of time, the explorer must abandon the enterprise for that
year, and return to his base. Peary's narrative reveals not only
the uncertainties but the dreadful risks attendant on the en-
terprise that he was prosecuting. One night a lead opened at
the very tent in which he was sleeping, and he awoke to find
the waves almost lapping his sleeping bag. But if fortune
frowns on the outward trip, the explorer, if halked of success,
can at least return. A sterner prospect, and more untoward
fate awaits the traveler, if he finds his way to the south barred
on the return. Dismal and unescapable death will be his in-
evitable portion. Hence, when he has reached the approximate
neighborhood of the pole, the explorer is so pressed for time,
that he can not take the number of observations necessary to
establish the location of the point sought, beyond a peradventure.

If he lingers to fix his whereabouts with absolute precision,
even if that were possible, he would find himself cut off from
his return, and unable, in the result, to furnish the world with
the observations which he has garnered with such painstaking
care. Nor is this refinement of detail necessary to enable a
man to claim the glory that, in the world's estimation, attaches
to the discovery of the pole. No more exact result will be
required of him than is regunired of an observer under other,
and more favorable conditions.

It is a well-recognized fact that exact results are not attainable as a

result of cbservations. A matter of 1 or 2 miles, under favorable cir-
cumstances, is a fair allowance,

Dr. Nathaniel Bowditch, in the American Practical Naviga~
tor, an official publication of the United States Navy Depart-
ment, states that—

In obtaining results in observations it Is impossible to make exact
allowance for error in chronometer and sextant, and error of refrac-
tion and observation. No navigator should ever assume that his posi-
tion is not liable to be in error to some extent, the precise amount de-
pending on vaious factors, such as the age of the chronometer rate,
the quality of the various instruments, the reliability of the observer,
and the conditions at the time the sight was taken. Perhaps a falr
allowance for this possible error under favorable circumstances will be
2 miles; therefore instead of plotting a position upon the chart and
proceeding with absolute confidence in the belief that the ship’s posi-
tion is on the exact point, one may describe around the point as a cen-
ter a circle whose radins is 2 miles—if we accept that as the value of
the possible error—and shape the future courses with the knowledge
that the ship's position may be anywhere within the cirele.

Peary undoubtedly reached a point so near the pole, that to
all intents he reached the pole itself. His achievement has con-
cluded for all time, a quest which has been pursued through
many centuries by a host of explorers. His success was a fitting
crown to a life of notable achievement, and it takes added value
from the fact that it was obtained over apparently insuperable
difficulties. In striking contrast with the churlish and skeptical
attitude on the part of a portion of his own people, is the prompt,
spontaneous, and generous recognition of his success by the world
at large. While formal official action in this country has not
proceeded further than the recommendations by the President,
and the Secretary of the Navy, that a suitable recognition
should be accorded, Peary has been the recipient of the follow-
ing liinedala and honorary elections, in appreciation of his great
work :

The special great gold medal of the Royal Geographical So-
ciety of London.

The special great gold medal of the National Geographic So-
ciety of Washington.

Sortl;ihiy special great gold medal of the Philadelphia Geographical
ety.

The Helen Culver medal of the Chicago Geographical Society.

The honorary degree of doctor of laws from Bowdoin College.

Honorary member of the New York Chamber of Commerce.

Honorary member of the Pennsylvania Society.

The Nachtigall gold medal of the Imperial German Geo-
graphical Society.

The King Humbert gold medal of the Royal Italian Geograph-
ical Society.

The Hauer medal of the Imperial Austrian Geographical
Society.

The gold medal of the Hungarian Geographical Society.

The gold medal of the Royal Belgian Geographical Society.

The gold medal of the Royal Geographical Society of Antwerp.

A special trophy from the Royal Scottish Geographical So-
clety—a replica in silver of the ships used by ITudson, Baffin,
and Davis.

The honorary degree of doctor of laws from the Edinburgh
University.

Honorary membership in the Manchester Geographiecal Society.

Honorary membership in the Royal Netherlands Geographiecal
Society of Amsterdam.

Other countries have not been backward in rewards and
honors for their great explorers.

Shackleton was given $100,000, and knighted. Parry, Frank-
lin, Ross, McClure, McClintock, and Nares were all knighted for
distingnished services in Arctic exploration, though, one and all,
they failed to reach the goal which the last explorer successfully
attained. It is no extravagant reward that it is proposed to
bestow on Peary. He has the present rank of captain, I un-
derstand that if he had stayed at home during the 20 years he
has spent in the shadow of the Arctic Circle, and served as chief
of one of the bureaus at the Navy Department, pursuing the
plodding round of routine duty, he would to-day have the rank
of rear admiral. This bill proposes to retire him with that rank,
with retired pay for that grade. The committee states that
with this done, his income will be $300 less per year, than the
pay he is now receiving from salary and allowances under his
present rank. Surely this attitude of opposition to the most dis-
tinguished of our explorers, the man who has brought to this
country the “greatest geographical prize that remained to be
struggled for,” is an unworthy and ignoble one. While we are
quibbling, and splitting hairs in the effort to decide whether
Peary planted his flag on the pole, or missed it by a few miles
to the right, or left, the nations of the world have done him rare
and signal honor, and accepted, without captious inquiry into
non-essential details, his claim to prior discovery of that mathe-
matical point in the dreary hummocks, and broken floes of the
Arctic Ocean, which we entitle *“the North Pole.” Peary's de-
tractors have undertaken to describe him as a martinet, or
worse. They intimate that he was disliked by his men, and
positively hated by the Eskimos. These charges are inconsist-
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ent with the known facts. There was no compulsion upon the
Eskimos to accompany the expedition or reasons why they
should remain, save love of adventure, hope of reward, and
the congenial character of the service. But on this point, as
well as on the suggestion that Peary's treatment of Bartlett
was selfish, and ungenerous, let Bartlett himself, as a witness,
gay the last word:
Bostox Crry Crus, Beacox StrERT, 1910.

The fact that T have been with Commander Peary, on all of his ex
ditions, since 1807, must necessarily prove that I think highly of him.

The fact, that nearly all of the members of the expedition, wanted to
go with him agnln, shows that there could be nothing but the most
amiable relations. ¥ * (One can be assured, that the Hskimos
would not have worked for him, unless they had the highest regard for
him. My cwr estimation of Peary is hard to describe, I have more
admiration for him, than for any man living. * * * [is kindly con-
gideration for everyone, under the most trying clrcumstances, was al-

v, £ . To know a man, shorn of all frills, live with him, in
the Arvetie. * * = If the last drop of whisky was left in the bottle,
and a fellow wanted it, I'eary would willingly give it to him. To tell
of the many things he has done, not only for me, but for others of the
party, wouﬂi fill a large book, In conclusion, I am perfectly satisfied
with IPeary’s treatment of me. I never want to sail with a better man,
a born leader of men, a man of master mind.

(Signed) ROBERT A. BARTLETT,
Bailing Master, Peary Arctic Club, Steamer Roosevell.

When an English court-martial ordered Admiral Byng to be
shot, the sole comment of a witty Frenchman was, that the Eng-
lish bad executed one admiral, in order to encourage the others.

Shall it be said of the people of the United States, that we
are diserediting one explorer, in order to encourage exploration?
This attitude is unworthy of us. ILet us pass this bill, and in
some measure make amends for our tardy recognition of a
notable achievement. [Loud applause.]

Mr. FOSS, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. BENXNET].

Mr. BEXNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I think I shall
scarcely need that much time. I rise because in the absence
of my fellow DPresbyterian elder, the distinguished biblical
scholar, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PapcerT], who has
charge of the time on the other side. a remark was made during
the addressof the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macoxn], which
1 know would have caught the attention of the gentleman from
Tenuessee if he had been here. Therefore I desire in his
behalf and in my own, and in behalf of the biblical scholars of
the House, of whom I am the least, to correct the statement I
caught as made by the gentleman from Arkansas, who spoke
of the beautiful song of the angels, “ Peace on earth, good will
toward men,” as having been made at Mount Sinai. I desire
to read, not for the information of the House, but so that the
impression shall not go out that the Members of the House were
not aware of the distinction between the two places and events,
one or two verses from the nineteenth chapter of Exodus and
a few verses thereafter from a chapter in St. Luke:

In the third month, when the children of Israel were gone forth out
git' tii:e land of Egypt, the same day came they into the wilderness of

nai.

For th ere departed from hidim, and were come to the desert
of E_‘?i:mt.e{ng had ell))ltched in th&eglldemesa; and there Israel camped
before the mount.

d Moses went up unto God, and the Lord called unto him out of
the mountain, aayin§: Thus shalt thou say to the house of Jacob, and
tell the children of Israel.

The rest of the nineteenth chapter contains the prelimi-
nary to the Ten Commandments, and the twentieth chapter, as
everyone in the House knows, contains the Ten Commandments,
with some matters in succession.

I now wish to refer to the second chapter of St. Luke, eighth
and succeeding verses:

And there were in the same 1':-¢:turn:|-¥l shepherds abiding in the field,
keeping watch over their flocks by night.

And, lo, the angel of the Lord came upon them, and the glory of the
Lord shone round about them, and they were sore afrald.

And the angel sald unto them, Fear not; for, behold, I bring you good
tidings of great joy, which shall be to all mfle.

For unto you is born this day In the city of David a S8aviour, which
is Christ the Lord.

And this shall be a sign unto you: Ye shall find the babe wrapped in
swaddling ciothes, lying in a manger.

And suddenly there was with the angel a multitude of the heavenly
host, praising God and saying, * Glory to God in the highest, and on
earth peace, good will toward men.”

My, Chairman, it is of but trifling moment, in a way, whether
Commander Peary reached the pole. It is of much greater im-
portance, it seems to me, that this House should not let pass
such a great divergence from strict biblical, historie accuracy,
and in order that there may be no mistake about it, I ask unani-
mous consent that the nineteenth and twentieth chapters of
Exodus and the entire second chapter of St. Luke may be in-
serted in the Itecorp as an appendix to my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man-
ner indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

XLVI—172

The chapters referred to are as follows:
EXO0DUS XIX.

1 The people come 1o Binai. 8 God’s message by Moses unto the peosle
out of the mount. 8 The peopie’s answer returned again. 10 The
peaple are prepared against the third day. 12 The mountain must
not be touched. 16 The fearful presence of God upon the mount.

In the third month, when the children of Israel were gone forth out
of the land of Egypt, the same day came they info the wilderness of

al.

2 For they were departed from Rephidim, and were come fo the
desert of Sinal, and had pitched in the wilderness; and there Israel
camped before the mount.

3 And Moses went up unto God, and the Lord called unto him ont
of the mountain, saying, Thus shalt thou say to the house of Jacob, and
tell the children of Israel;

4 Ye have seen what I did unto the Egyptians, and how I bare yon
on enb?les' wings, and brought fou unto myself,

5 Now therefore, If ye will obey my voice indeed, and keep my
covenant, then ye shall be a peculiar treasure unto me above all people :
for all the earth i mine: ;

6 And ye shall be unto me a kirgdem of priests. and a holy natiom.
These are the words which thou shalt ngenk unto the children of Israel,

T 9 And Moses came and called for the elders of the people, and laid
before their faces all these words which the Lord commanded him.

8 And all the people answered together, and said, All that the Lord
hath spoken we will do. And Moses returned the words of the people

.aunto the Lord.

9 And the Lord sald unto Moses, Lo, I come unto thee in a thick
clond, that the people may hear when [ speak with thee, and belleve
thee for ever. And Moses told the words of the people unto the Lord.

10 ¥ And the Lord said unto Moses, Go unto the people, and sanctify
them to-day and to-morrow, and let them wash their clothes,

11 And he ready against the third day: for the third day the Lord
will come down In the sight of all the people upon Mount Sinal.

12 And thou shalt set bounds unto the people round about, saying,
Take heed to yourselves, that yc go mot up into the mount, or touch the
.l;orttltelr of it: whoscever toucheth the mount shall be surely put to

eath :

13 There shall not a hand touch it, but he shall Bure!r
sghot through; whether if be beast or man, it shall not i
trumpet soundeth long, they shall come up to the mount.

14 ¥ And Moses went down from the mount unto the people, and
sanctified the people; and they washed their clothes,

15 And he said unto the people, Be ready against the third day:
come not at your wives.

16 § And it came to pass on the third day in the morning, that there
were thunders and lighinings, and a thick cloud upon the mount, and
the voice of the trunEl&)et exceeding loud ; so that all the pecple that iwwas
in the camp trembled.

17 And Moses brought forth the people out of the camp to meet with
God ; and they stood at the nether part of the mount. 5

18 And Mount Sinal was altogether on a smoke, because the Lord
descended upon it In fire: and the smoke thereof ded as the k
of a furnace, and the whole mount quaked greatly.

19 And when the voice of the umpet sounded long, and waxed
louder and louder, Moses spake, and God answered him by a voice,

And the Lord came down upon Mount Binai, on the top of the

: and the Lord called Moses up to the top of the mount; and

Moses went up.

21 And the Lord said unto Moses, Go down, charge the people, lest
they break through unto the Lord to gaze, and many of them perish.

22 And let the priests also, which come near to the Lord, sanctify
themselves, lest the Lord break forth upon them.

23 And Moses said unto the Lord, The people can not come up to
Mount Sinai: for thou chargedst us, saying, Set bounds about the
mount, and sanctify it.

24 And the Lord sald unto him, Away, get thee down, and thou shalt
come up,_thou, and Aaron with thee: but let not the priests and the
people break through to come up unto the Lord, lest he break forth
opon them,

25 So Moses went down unto the people, and spake unto them.

EXODUS XX.

1 The ten commandments. 18 The people are afraid. 20 Moses com-
forteth them. 22 Idolatry is forbidden. 24 Of what gort the altar
should be.

And God spake all these words, saying,

2 1 am the Lord thy God, which have brought thee out of the land
of Egypt, out of the house of bondage.

3 Thou shalt have no other gods before me,

4 Thou shalt not make unto thee any tﬂ“en image, or any likeness
of any thing that is in heaven above, or t is in the earth beneath, or
that is in the water under the earth:

5 Thou shalt not bow down thyself to them, nor serve them: for I
the Lord thy God am a jealons God, visiting the Iniguity of the fathers
htf.p::-n the children unto the third and fourth generation of them that

ate me;

be stoned, or
ve: when the

6 And shewing mercy unto thousands of them that love me, and keep

7 Thou shalt not take the name of the Lord thy God in vain: for the
Lord will not hold him guilltless that taketh his name in vain,

9 Six days shalt thou labour, and do all thy work:

10 But the seventh day is the sabbath. of the Lord thy God: in &t
a:menant. nor thy maldservant, nor thy cattle, nor thy stranger that

11 For in six days the Lord made heaven and earth, the sea, and all
that in them is, and rested the seventh day: wherefore the Lord blessed

2 % Honour thy father and thy mother: that thy days may be long

upon the land which the Lord thy God giveth thee.

14 Thou shalt not commit adultery.

15 Thou shalt not steal.

17 Thou shalt not covet thy neighbour's house, thou shalt not covet
thy neigﬁnbour‘s wife, nor his manservant, nor his maidservant, nor his

18 § And all the people saw the thunderings, and
the noise of the trumpet, and the mountain smoking: and when the

my commandments
8 Remember the sabbath day, to keep it holy.
thou shalt not do any work, thou, nor thy som, nor thy daughter, thy
within thy gates:
th% sabbath day, and hallowed it.
13 Thou shalt not kill.
16 Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy neighbour.
ox, nor his ass, nor any thing that is th neighbor‘s.t e Tl tathgd, aad
people saw ¢, they removed, and stood afar off,
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19 And they said unto Moses, Speak thou with us, and we will hear:
but let not God speak with us, lest we die.

20 And Moses sald unto the people, Fear not: for God is come to
prove you, and that his fear may be before your faces, that ye sin not.

21 And the people stood afar off, and Moses drew near unto the thick
darkness where God 1was.

22 § And the Lord said unto Moses, Thus thou shalt say unto the
ghlldren of Israel, Ye have seen that I have talked with you from

PAVELL

23 Ye shall not make with me gods of silver, neither shall ye make
unto you gods of gold.

24 § An altar of earth thou shalt make unto me, and shalt sacrifice
thereon thy burnt offerings, and thy peace offerings, thy sheep, and
thine oxen: in all places where I record my name 1 will come unto
thee, and I will bless thee,

25 And If thou wilt make me an altar of stone, thou shalt not bulld
;ttg(ii 'ff“ stone: for if thou lift up thy tool upon it, thou hast pol-
u -

26 Neither shalt thou go up by steps unto mine altar, that thy naked-
ness be not discovered thereon.

ST. LUKB II.

1 Augustus tereth all the Roman empire.” 6 The nativity of Christ.
8 One angel relateth it to the shepherds: 13 many sing gram:a to
God for it. 21 Christ is circumcised. 22 Mary purified. 28 Simecon
and Anna prophesy of Christ: 40 who inereaseth in wisdom, 46 ques-
ﬁaneta in the temple with the doctors, 51 and {8 obedient to his
parents.

And it came to pass In those days, that there went out a decree from
Cesar Augustus, that all the world should be taxed.

- 2i (.;iml this taxing was first made when Cyrenius was governor of
yria.

3 And all went to be taxed, every one into hls own clty.

4 And Joseph also went up from Galilee, out of the city of Nazareth,
into Judea, unto the city of David, which Is called Bethlehem, (because
he was of the house and lineage of David,)

5 To be taxed with Mary his esﬁ)oused wife, being great with child.

6 And so it was, that, while they were there, the days were accom-
plished that she should be delivered.

7 And she brought forth her firstborn son, and wrapped him in swad-
dling clothes, and laid him in a manger; use there was no room for
them in the inn.

8 And there were in the same country shepherds abiding in the field,
keeping watch over their flock by night. .

9 And, lo, the angel of the Lord came upon them, and the glory of
the Lord shone round about them ; and they were sore afraid.

10 And the angel said unto them, Fear not: for, behold, I bring you
good tidings of great juﬁ) which shall be to allcf)eople.

11 For unto you is born this day in the city of David a Saviour,
which is Christ the Lord. .

12 And this shall be a nlfnn unto you; Ye shall find the babe wrapped
in swaddling clothes, lying A manger. -

13 And suddenly there was with the angel a multitude of the heav-
enly host praising God, and saying,

14 Glory to God in the highest, and on earth peace, good will toward

men.

15 And it came to pass, as the angels were gone away from them into
heaven, the shepherds said one to another, fmt us now go even unto
Bethlehem, and see this thing which is come to pass, which the Lord
hath made known unto us. -

16 And they came with haste, and found Mary and Joseph, and the
babe lying in a manger.

17 And when they had seen {if, they made known abroad the saying
which was told them onncemluf this child.

18 And all they that heard i¢ wondered at those things which were
told them by the shepherds.

19 But Mgrs kept all these things, and red them In her heart.

20 And the shepherds retu glorify! and praising God for all
the things that they had heard and seen, as it was told unto them.

21 And when eight days were accomplished for the circumeising of
the child, his name was ealled Jesus, which was so named of the angel
before he was conceived in the womb.

22 And when the days of her purification accord to the law of
Moses were accomplished, they brought him to Jerusalem, to present
him to the Lord:

23 (As It is written In the law of the Lord, Every male that openeth
the womb shall be ealled holy to the Lord;)

24 And to offer a sacrifice according to that which is said in the law
of the Lord, A palr of turtledoves, or two young pigeons.

25 And hold, there was a man Jerusalem, whose name was
ust and devout, waiting for the con-

Simeon ; and the same man 1was
host was upon him

solation of Israel: and the Holy o

26 And It was revealed unto him the Holy Ghost, that he should
not see death, before he had seen the rd's Christ, -

27 And he came by the Spirit into the temple: and when the parents
brought in the child Jesus, to do for him after the custom of the law,

28 Then took he him up in his arms, and blessed God, and sald,
thm Lo';d. now lettest thou thy servant depart in peace, according to

word :

’:«;.u For mine eyes have seen thy salvation,

31 Which thou hast prepared before the face of all people;

32 A light to lighten the Gentiles, and the glory of thy pengla Israel,

35. At‘ng]lr {?seph and his mother marveled at those things which were
gpoken o m,

ps-t And Bimeon blessed them, and sald unto Mary his mother, Behold,
this ehiid is set for the fall and rising again of many In Israel; and for
a sign which shall be spoken against;

35 (Yea, a sword shall pierce t.hroufh thy own soul also;) that the
thoughts of many hearts may be revealed.

36 And there was one Anna, a prophetess, the dm:lﬁhter of Phanuel,
of the tribe of Aser: she was of a great age, and had lived with a hus-
band seven years from her virginity;

37 And she was a widow of about fourscore and four years, which
d[l!pltll‘l:'ted 510‘;: from the temple, but served God with fastings and prayers
n and day.

%8 And shg coming In that instant gave thanks llkewise unto the
Lord, and spake of to all them that looked for redemption In Jeru-

salem,.

80 And when they had performed all things according to the law of
the Lord, they returned into Galilee, to thelr own city o

40 And the child grew, and waxed strong in spirit, filled with wis-
dom ; and the grace of God was upon him,

41 Now his parents went to Jerusalem every year at the feast of the

passover,

42 And when he was twelve years old, they went up to Jerusalem
after the custom of the feast.

43 And when they had fuifilled the days, as they returned, the child
ggatugrt?trrled behind in Jerusalem; and Joseph and his mother knew

44 But they, supposing him to have been in the company, went a
day's journey ; and they sought him among their kinsfolk a,ucly acquaint-

ance,
45 And when they found him not, they turned back again to Jeru-
salem, seeking him,

46 And it came to pass, that after three days they found him in the
temple, siiting in the midst of the doctors, both hearing them, and ask-
ing them guestions,
n.ng;e?snd all that heard him were astonished at his understanding and

48 And when they saw him, they were amazed: and his mother sald
unto him, Son, why hast thou thus dealt with us? behold, thy father
“21)!.&111:?% sought tl:ae tgorrowing.

e sald unto them, How is it that ye sought me? wist ye not
that I must be about my Father's business? & . ¥

50 And they understood not the saying which he spake unto them.

51 And he went down with them, and came to Nazareth, and was
subject unto them : but his mother kept all these sayings In her heart.
G %2;;3&1 Jesus Increased in wisdom and stature, and in favour with

0 man,

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Griesr].

Mr. GRIEST. Mr. Chairman, the naval appropriation bill as
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs to this House car-
ries an appropriation of $125421,5638.24 for the fiscal year 1912,
On page 22 of the committee report on this bill an interesting
table shows that the Naval Establishment of the United States
from 1883 to 1910, inclusive, has cost the people $1,711,593,725.16.
In addition to this enormous total of one and three-quarter billion
dollars’ expenditure in preparation for possible war in a quar-
ter of a century by the Navy alone there have been as many
millions more expended through the medium of the Army and
the fortifications appropriation bills and other measures, while
very small expenditures of public funds have been authorized
for the promotion of international arbitration or universal

peace.
On January 10, 1911, I introduced in this House the follow-
ing proposed joint resolution providing for the promotion of
universal peace among nations by commemorating the one hun-
dredth anniversary of the signing of the treaty of Ghent:

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 263) creating a commission to consider and
report upon a plan for the promotion of universal peace among na-
tions by commemorating the one hundredth anniversary of the sign-
ing of the treaty of Ghent.

Resolved, ete., That the President of the United States be, and he is
hereby, aufhorized to appoint a commission consisting of five persons
to consider and determine upon a plan for the promotion of universal
Eeace among nations by commemorating, in the city of Washington
. {!.E one hundredth anniversary of the signing of the treaty of

ent.

SEC. 2. That said commission shall submit to Congress a report on or
before the first Monday in Febroary, 1912,

Sgc. 3. That to enable said commission to carry out the purposes of
this act the sum of $5,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, is
hereby authorized to be expended. The members of said commission
shall serve without compensation, but shall be allowed their necessary
expenses, and disbursements authorized under this act shall be made by
the Secretary of the Treasury on vouchers approved by the chairman of
said commission.

The Committee on Foreign Affairs approved the idea of pro-
viding for a proper celebration of the centennial of the treaty
of Ghent, and submitted the following report to this House by
Mr. Bexxer of New York:

The Committee on Forelgn Affairs, to whom was referred the joint
resolution (H. J. Res. 263) providing a commission to consider and
report upon a {alzm for the promotion of universal peace among nations
"111? commemorating the one hundredth anniversary of the slgning of the

reaty of Ghent, report the following substitute resolution and recom-
mend that it do pass:

“ Resolved, ete., That the commission heretofore authorized by publie
resolution No. 47”, Sixty-first Congress, second session, to consider and
determine upon a tplm:n for the promotion of universal
tions, shall submit to Congress a report on or before
in February, 1912, containing a plan for the commemoration of the
one hundredth nnniversary of the signing of the treaty of Ghent."

On Christmas eve, December 24, 1814, the treaty of Ghent was con-
cluded, and in 1014 we will have enjoyed a century of peace between
the United States and Great Britain. That fact has stirred the people
of both countries to commemorate the centennial of peace as a triumph,
and as a means of promoting world-wide peace. i

M Ealriotlc bodles have advanced suggestions for the commemora-
tion '&yt is century of ce, and the following resolution, unanimously
adopted by the Sixteenth Annual Meeting of the Lake Mohonk Confer-
ence on International Arbitration, in 1910, is worthy of sg;clnl mention =

“Resolved, That a committee be appointed to consider the best method
of properly celebrating the completion of 100 years of peace between the
two B llsh-speal:in%open les of the Western Hemisphere ; that such com-
mittee have power d to its number and to cooperate with other
commlittees appointed for the same purgse in this countg and Great
Britaln”s.nd the Dominion of Canada; that it report at the mext con-

nee,
rM!‘.'emu committee belleve that the commemoration of this century of
ce will be a si fleant event in the history of the two countri and
Eﬁ:t through the instrumentality of such a celebration the cause of uni-
versal peace could be promoted, and at the same time the cordial rela-

ce among na-
e first Monday
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tions which have existed between the two English-speaking nations
would be further cemented.

Therefore, in order that the event may be celebrated in a manner
worthy of the cause of peace among nations, the committee recom-
mend favorable action on the resolution.

Since introducing the resolution in the House, there have
come to my attention many evidences of the public opinion and
manifest interest favorable to the holding of a national cele-
bration in commemoration of this century of peace. Leaders
in the movement for international arbitration and universal
peace have devoted much intelligent thought to the subject.
Many worthy suggestions have been advanced. Both the
American Peace Society and the Lake Mohonk Conference on
International Arbitration, as well as a number of other patri-
otic bodies in the United States and Canada, have officially
commended the proposed peace celebration. It is fitting that
the Government of the United States should place its seal of
approval upon this meritorious suggestion.

There is a growing public sentiment for international arbitra-
tion and universal peace. Many who favor these great causes
are inclined to seriously question the policy of expending large
sums of money for the construction of powerful warships to
insure national defense and peace. This is a costly form of
insurance against the horrors of war. As a splendid illustration
of a better and more economical method of maintaining peace,
the American people can turn backward a century and point to
the treaty of Ghent which was concluded by the peace commis-
sloners of the United States and Great Britain on Christmas
eve, December 24, 1814. Nearly 100 years have passed since
that treaty was concluded, and in this century of peace neither
country has been compelled to expend vast sume of money from
the publie treasury, either on the high seas or the Great Lakes,
in preparation for a possible war between Canada and the
United States.

During this period of peace the people of the United States
and Canada have enjoyed great prosperity and a marvelous
growth along more than 3,000 miles of our northern boundary,
and this long-continued friendship and amity constitute a pow-
erful argument in behalf of the reciprocity now pending be-
iween these two nations.

TLere have been boundary disputes and fishery disputes, but
the people of Canada and the United States have arbitrated these
and have lived in neighborly friendship. There has been culti-
vated a sentiment and public opipion favoring the continued
preservation of peace and harmony in the common interest of
humanity, and this fraternal association is a barrier against the
evils and horrors of war. The example which the two great
English-speaking nations of the earth have thus rendered con-
spicuous by a century of peace should be fittingly commemorated
in such manner as to commend to all the nations of the world
the advantages of international arbitration and universal peace.

In substantiation of my statement that there is a genuine
public sentiment favorable to a celebration of the centennial of
the treaty of Ghent, so as to promote peace and emphasize its
benefits, I shall insert in the Recorp as a part of my remarks
excerpts from letters and newspaper clippings, collated by the
Rev. Dr. James L. Tryon, all of which show a strong sentiment
favoring the celebration of 100 years of peace.

First, however, I desire to call the attention of the Congress
and the country to the gratifying fact, so I am advised by the
honorable Secretary of State, that—

In the opinion of the State Department, the pro
a fitting manner the one hundredth anniversary o
treaty of Ghent appears to be eminently desirable,

The Rev. Dr. James L. Tryon, of the American Peace Society,
writes:

sal to celebrate in
the signing of the

Tae AMERICAN PBACE SOCIETY,

. Boston, Mass., February 4§, 1911,

Hon. W. W. GriesT,
The Congressional, Washington, D. O.

Dear Mm, GRIEST: * * = Speaklug on my own authority, I
approve the idea of putting the duty of making the preliminary arrange-
ments for the celebration on the United States Peace Commission. It
could easily organize a dcgartment for this purpose and collect senti-
ments and suggestions or do whatever may be required on the part of
the United States to make ready for the celebration in its early stages.
Again, it would be a concrete line of work for the commission to take
up, and would be a practical form of promoting peace and fraternity.

o bhetter preparation for world peace can be made than to promote
the heart unity of the English-speaking peoples. Their example ecan
not fail to have profound influence upon the rest of the world, A
specinl commission om the celebration would grobab!v be needed later
and should now be a&puinteﬂ if the United States Peace Commission

is not to be institute
Sincerely, yours, JAMES L. TRYON, Assistant Secretary.

As indicated by Rev. Dr. Tryon, numerous suggestions have
been made as to the manner in which the centenary should be
celebrated. The peace commission, if Congress approves the
resolution, will be able to officially review the various sug-
gestions, and can recommend a form of celebration in which
this significant anniversary should be commemorated.

Hon. John W. Foster, ex-Secretary of State, says:

I have read with much Interest the letters from tpmmlnent publie
men Indorsing the proposed centennial celebration of unbroken peace
between the UnItedP States and Great Britain. This celebration is
especially ealled for because of the disarmament agreement on the Great
Lakes, which is a striking object lesson for the great powers now
enfaged in the mad competition for big navies.

heartily agree with the suggestion that the centennial celebration
should be furned to some lasting benefit to the two nations, and what
better movement can be inaugurated than one for the negotiation of a
permanent treaty of arbitration of an unlimited character? In the
century since the treaty of peace the two Governments have settled
by arbitration a great warlety of questions, involving almost every
known cause of war, including territorial disputes, vital interests, and
national honor. Many years ago Presldent Grant advocated unlimited
international arbitration, and now that President Taft has publicly
favored the elimination of national honor from arbitration treaty re-
strictions, it is a fitting tlme to usher in the peace centennial with
the lconsummstion of such an arbitration treaty for these kindred
peoples.

Hon. Errau Roor, United States Senator, ex-Secretary of
State, says:

I really do not know what to say as to what should be done to
celebrate the 100 years' peace between the United States and Great
Britain. We certainly ought to have a celebration which will em-
phasize the preservation of peace for that lontgl %erlod, and the value
of the self-control which has accomplished a eat victory over
the selfish and belligerent Instincts of two \rerr self-assertive peoples.
Just what form the celebration should take will, I suppose, have to be
a matter of consultation between the representatives of the United
States and Great Britain and her American colonies.

John Bassett Moore, LI. D., professor of international law
in Columbia University, ex-Assistant Secretary of State, says:

I am heartily In favor of the proposal to celebrate, at the proper
time and in an appropriate way, the continnance of unbroken peace
between the United States and Great Britain for a hundred years.
Nor could this, I think, be more effectively done than by commemorat-
ing throughout the two countries, on an appointed day, the Important
settlements that made peace between them possible, and, as those
settlements were chiefly arbitral, by exchanging on that day the ratifi-
cations of a permanent treaty of arbitration which shall sum up and
worthily crown the achievements of the past and furnish a pledge of
unbroken peace for the future.

Leo 8. Rowe, LL. D., professor of political science in the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania, says:

In reply to the request contalned in your letter of October 11, it
oecurs to me that an international conference of Canadian and Ameri-
can universities and colleges would be a most fitting way in which to
commemorate this great anniversary. The universities are the most im-
portant agencies in bringing about closer intellectual relations between
nations, and through these agencies we can avoid some of the most fruit-
ful causes of misunderstanding and misconceptlon. At a conference
such as that proposed, plans for an interchange of professors and
students might well be discussed. -

It would also be possible in the sectional meetings to take up con-
crete questions in the domain of pure and applied sclence, jurisprudence,
and political science.

Principal J. Estlin Carpenter, D. D., Manchester College, Ox-
ford, England, says:

1 trust that the centennial of peace between Great Britaln and the
United States in December, 1914, may be celebrated on both sides of
the Atlantic. It is one of the most splendid facts in the history of the
last hundred years that on a land and water frontier of thousands of
miles trangnillity has been maintained without fortresses or fleets. An
immense political experiment has been tried on the scale of a vast conti-
nent, with International results of the highest value, The idea of war
between the two nations has become so abhorrent alike to our worthiest
statesmanship and our best Eo[)ula.r feeling that it may be dismissed
altogether as a moral lm?pas[ ility. All the more need is there to carry
this ‘B_Firit of good will Into our relations with other great states and
powerful governments. Much must yet be done to educate the English
conscience in this matter, and the best method is to show what actually
has been accomplished. '.By calling the attention of our whole people to
the lmpgy issue of a hundred years of %eace between this country and
the mighty North American Republic, the promoters of the centennial
will render most valuable service to the sacred cause of “ peace on
earth, good will toward men."”

Hon Andrew D. White, LI. D., ex-ambassador, chairman of
the American delegation to the First Hague Conference, says:

Referring to your letter of July 30, I am especially glad to hear from
ou of the plan for the centennial celebration of the Peace of Ghent.
rom every point of view it seems to me wise. We have had much cen-

tennial rejoicing over various battles; let us now recall the fact that
despite demagogues on both sldes, ce has been maintained for 100
ears. Surely, anything that reminds us of that great fact can not fail
o produce good effects, and one of them would be sturdy and spirited
resﬁtauce to all efforts tending to put an end to the era of good will
which has brought to both the countries concerned so many blessings.

Hon. Richard Olney, ex-Secretary of State, says:

The suggestion of a celebration of the making of the treaty of Ghent
and of the 100 years of peace that have followed appeals to me strongly.
The celebration should be national in character and should be of a
nature and on a scale commensurate with the great place in the world
oceupled by the English-speaking countries who engage in it. Three
things about the treaty of Ghent make it noteworthy and its com-
memoration peculiarly desirable. It ended a war; it was the first step
toward a real revival of kindly feeling between two great branches of
the English race; and by its exclusion of warships from the Great
Lakes it has presented an endur!n% object lesson of what two countries

eacefully dis may accomplish toward keeping war at a distance.
'.!i.'he warship clause of the treaty has been described as a ** self-denying
ordinance.” The deseription is correct if it is well to encourage the
fighting spirit by a preparedness for ﬂg‘m.lng, which necessarlly acts as
a temptation to fight. On the other d, the description is incorrect
and the warship clause spells not sacrifice, but an enlightened view of
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self-interest, if peace is the true national peolicy and is promoted by any
expedient that delays and obstructs hostile outbreaks and gives time
for passions to cool and reason to reassert itself.

R. L. Borden, M. P., leader of the Conservative Party in
Canada, says:

The time will soon be at hand when the Empire and the Republic may
each hang upon the other’s portal the garland of a century's peace.
There have been differences, heartburnings, even threatenings, but,
blessed be the peacemakers, there has been no conflict. It is not open
to question that the anniversary should be worthily commemorated.
In each country somé splendid permanent memorial should be erected.
But I trust that the day will be proclaimed as a national thanksgivin
in both countries; that in every city, town, and village the bells w
ring out their tones of rejoicing, and that the volce of praise and
thanksgiving will be heard in the churches.

Canada, firmly bound to the Empire by the ties of fealty, freedom
and love, while closely associated with the Republie by constant social
and commercial intercourse and by the bonds of mutual respect and
good will, is clearly consclous of her responsibilities to each; and no
higher responsibility is or ean be hers than to aid in maintaining and

strengthening during all the glorious years to come the peace and amity
w?gfﬁ :aes‘l!re been so happily preserved during the 100 years soon to be
(ot ra -

I'rof. Thomas J. Lawrence. LI. D., author of The Principles
of International Law, England, says:

I can add but two suggestions to those already before you:

1. Disseminate far auu wide in popular form a short record of the
arbitrations between the two eountries since 1814, noting especially the
development eof the arbitral process from a reterenr_'e to a frien

ctentate to a trial before an impartial tribunal learned in internationa
urisprudence.

2. A vivid representation by tableaux or otherwise of the great deeds
done by pioneers of civilization on both sides of the frontler during the
past century. People who saw the wagons on the Oregon trail or the
Canadian mounted police at Klondike would cease to believe that war
alone can make heroes.

President Abbott Lawrence Lowell, Harvard University, Cam-
bridge, Mass., says:

Your plan for a commemoration of the one-hundredih anniversary of
the treaty of peaee between Great Britain and the United Stat after
the War of 1812, seems to me an excellent one, and I am not at all sure
that the actual anniversary of the treaty, that is, December,
would be a bad time for it. However, that is an unimportant matter.

The century of peace along our great frontier of 3,000 miles long is
certainly a very notable event in the world's history, and there
never, perhaps, been a time within that century when the prospects of
an [ndefinite continnance of that peace have been brighter than they
are at the present day.

The provision in the treaty forbidding the maintenance of naval fleets
upon the Great Lakes is in itself a matter that deserves commemoration.

ow many people would have expected at the time that the proyision
would be scrupulously observed for a century !

I thiak you are quite right, also, as a matter of sentiment and policy,
in excluding all military forms of -demonstration from the oecasion.
One of the things that might be commemorated wounld be the t.E:o“h and
mutual assistance of our educational institutions within t
and in this the universities of the United States and Canada eould help.

Cardinal Gibbons says: .

I take great pleasure in concurring with the views of the distin-
ed gentlemen in recommending the commemoration of the one-
undredth anniversary of the treaty of peace which was signed between
Great Britain and the United States in 1814. This celebration will not
only record a memorable pacific event, but it will serve to ratify and
consolidate a lasting peace between these two great nations.

And I am persuaged that England and America, by maintaining peace
between themselves, will, at the same time, be the guardians and senti-
nels of ce and good will among the nations of the earth. Such now,
thank is the influence and prestige of these two Engllsh-s?eakmg
nations that few powers will venture to plunge into the sea of strife
so long as our country and England shall say to them, “ Peace, be
still,” and “'Thus far you shall come, and you shall r%? no farther, and
here you shall break your swelling waves "—of diseo

Hon. Ricaarp Barraorpt, Member of Congress, president of
the American Group of the Interparliamentary Union, says:

There is In all history no lesson as instructive as is the agreement
between the United States and Great Britain with respeet to Canada.
The two great countries, 96 years ago, agreed by treaty to withdraw
the soldiers from the line between Canada and the United
Btates, to dismantle the forts, and police the lakes by means of a few
gunboats on each side, armed by 1 small gun and 20 men each. This
treaty has been the means of permanent peace between Canada and the
United States, and to arrange on the eve of the third Hague conference
an impressive celebration of this historical event is a splendid idea,
becaunse it will carry the lesson that the 'geaee between all of the other
nations could be safl rded in exactly the same manner. [ trust the
centennial will be celebrated in a way worthy of its s cance, and
may serve as an example in the future, so that ceful achievements
may bz commemorated in preference to the trinmphs of bloody war.

J. Arthur Favrean, secretary of the Société Historique Franco-
Americaine, Boston, Mass,, says:

The proposal to celebrate the century of peace between the United
States and Great Britain in 1914 will ondoubtedly appeal most ¥
to the 1,200,000 French-Americans of Canadlan extraction now living
in the United States, and to their bLrothers who have remained In
Canada. In the War of 1812 the French-Canadians, having sworn alle-
glance to England, loyally did their duéy by bearing arms for her,
notably at Chateanguay. And t their descendants on both sides
of the frontier will be doing their duty by lending a warm support
to the proposed centennial.

Such a eelebration would surely strengthen the bonds of friendship
and good will which 100 years of peace have wrought between the two
branches of the Anglo-Saxon race that had recourse to bloody war
settling their former differences. It should be doubly inspiring te the
Americans and Canadinns of the French race, since It would tend to

render more remote than ever the prospeet of another war between the

two nations of which they now, res ively, -form a t, of a war
which would of necessity army’ against each other lﬁ:wrt-rendln;

e 3,000,000 of people who have had no quarrel between themselves,
but have become separated merely through economle reasons.

Dr. Albert Bushnell Hart, professor of government in Har-
vard University, says:

The suggestion for the celebration of a century of peace between the
United States and Great Britain Is one which emphasizes the practical
msalbulty of two great nations adjacent in territory, with many rival

terests, and even with a tradition of hostility, goiag on, decade after
decade, without armed colllsion. If numerous questions of boundary,
of juriadlc‘tlon, of maritime rights, of neutral obligation, ean be so
long adjusted by two such powerful nations, the era of peace is ap-

roaching. There have been several war clouds upon this fair prospect,

ut each has disappeared before the desire of the two peoples, as repre-

sented by their greatest statesmen, to remain friends. No two nations

in the werld have ever harmonized so many apparently insoluble diffi-

culties by arbitration or by mmutual concessions and agreements. Each

of them has had its wars, but, thank heaven, they have not been wars
een the two great branches of the Anglo-Saxon race.

Lee S. Smith, ex-president Chamber of Commerce, Pittshurg,
Pa., ehairman of committee on foreign relations and comnerce,
sRys:

I heartily indorse not only personally, but in the name of the Cham-
ber of Commierce of I'ittsburg, your proposed conference in Capada
and I:nything else that tends to bring about this greatly to be desi
resu

The idea of such a thing as war belng ible In this twentieth
century is absolutely revolting to my sense o ﬂi‘“' I served m{ coun-
try in the sixties dur! the Civil War, but, looking back upon it now,
I can only think of the horrors of war as described Ly Sherman as
hell, and sincerely trust and pray that no such eonditlon may ever be
possible again.

D. J. Jack, historian and secretary of the New Brunswick
Loyalists’ Society, St. John, New Brunswick, says:

I do not know of any surer step toward that universal
all true Christians desire than an amalzamation of sh-speaking
races, which, in turn, must be advanced by thanksziving for a century
of friendly international relationship as proposed by the American
Peace Soclety.

As a lineal descendant of men and women who left what is now the
United States of America in 1783 to begin life anew on British soil,
nothinz would give greater pleasure than to see the descendants of both
Parttes in that memorable struggle united in a brotherhood having for
ts ultimate object the guaranty of the world’s peace.

Rev. Francis E. Clark, D. D., LL. D., president United Society
of Christian Endeavor, Boston, says:

As one who was born on the Canadian side of the imaginary line
which divides the two great nations of North America and yet is a de-
scendant of eight generations of Massachusetts ancestors, rejoice to
express my sympathy with the movement to celebrate the centenary of
peace between Great Britain and the United States.

The fact that two great nations ean live side b
without any fortis or naval armaments to keep the is a lesson
which ought to he impressed upon the whole world ; and this celebra-
tion will do much to make this impression.

1 am sure 1 can speak for the three and a half milllons of Christian
Endeavorers in the United States, Canada, and Great Britain, who be-
long to an organization that stands preeminently for peace, fellowship,
an will, when I say that, without exception, they, too, will re-
joice in the celebration of 100 years of peace.

[United States-Canadian peace centenary.—From the Advocate of ’eace,
September, 1910.]

HISTORY OF THE MOVEMENT.

Much interest is being manifested both in this country and In Canada
in the proposed celebration of the century orfxeace between the United
States and Great Britain sinee the War of 1812, .

The_su tion made at the Harvard commencement last year by
Hon. W. Lyon Mackenzie King, Canadian minister of labor, that a
memorial bridge be built over the Niagara River has been favorably
recelved. It was practically the ntgrtinﬁapolnt of the idea of the cele-
bration, although others than Mr. King had the plan in mind and were
beginning to think of suitable exercises for its observance. Mr. King,
while at the Mohonk conference in May of this year, renewed his sug-
gestion, and in response to it the conference authorized Dr. Butler to
appoint a committee on the celebration. This committee is being made
up of distinguished men of both countries, among whom are Hon.
Cgarlea F. Libby, of Maine; Judge Joseph B. Moore, of Michigan;
Presidents Buckham, of the University of Vermont; Rhees, of Roches.
ter; and Thwing, oi W Reserve ; Justice Maclaren, of Toronto;
Mayor Chisholm of Halifax; the mayor of Vancouver; and Sir Thomas
Shaughnessy, president of the Canadian Pacific Rallroad. Senator
BurToN is chalrman. Flaces on the committee are being reserved for
representative men on both sides of the line, some of whom are well
known in America and Canada, and a number of whom live along the

border.

At about the same time that the Mohonk committee was authorized
the “national committee for the celebration of the one hundredth anni-
versary of peace among the Engllsh-sgleaki%g peoples (1914-15)" was
o fzed in New York City, with Alr. Carnegie as president and
wﬁl.lam H. Short as secretary. An executive committee, of which Hon.
John A. Stewart Is chairman, is made up of leading representatives
of the various peace organlizations, Inclu Dr. Butler, Mr. Smiley,
Trueblood, Mr. Ginn, Mr. Mead, Senator McCREARY, and L.
Andrew B. Humphrey, as well as a hundred or more men who are
selected for thelr Interest in peace or their prominence in public life.
A delegatlon of this committee went to Beverly on July 15 under the
leadership of Mr. Stewart, who acted as spokesman, to invite President
Taft to serve as honorary president of the American committee. Mr.
Taft expressed hurg s',gn'm thy with the objects of the committee, and
sald he would take the Invitation under deration.

On July 19 an assoelation was formed at the Clifton House, Niagara
Falls, Canada, known as the One Hundred Years Peace Sodet{l.w It was
the result of jocal enthusiasm that has been awakened al Amerl-
ecan-Canadian border, particularly in the vicinity of Bt.l!laloboomwanda,
Niagara Falls, and Toronto, where much of the fighting took place in

ace which

side for 100 years
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e War of 1812, but where international feeling to-day, as a result of

e close relationship between the citizens of both countries, is of the
most fraternal kind. The objects of the soclety were declared to be to
promote a suitable peace celebration in commemoration of the centen-
nial anniversary of the signing of the Treaty of Ghent in December,
1914. It was thoufht at the time that the anniversary should be held
in the summer of 1915, owing to the unfavorable season in which the
celebration would naturally come If set for December 24, 1914, the ex-
act date of the one hundredth anniversary of the signing of the treaty.
But there is a consensus of opinion forming in favor of having the
celebration some time in 1914, as it would tend to create sentiment
beforehand for progressive measures at the third Hague conference,
which is to be held the following year.

The details of the commemoration proposed at the Niagara Falls
meeting were not fully worked out, but it was proposed that the anni-
versary be observed in both countries, the chief events to take place
in Duifalo, Niagara Falls, Toronto, and other cities along the border.
Members of the One Hundred Years Peace Society will be enrolled from
the varions historical, commercial, and peace associations that are in
sympathy with the idea. Prominent in taking the initial steps toward

& formation of the society were the Buffalo Chamber of Commerce and
the Buffalo Peace SBociety., Ex-State Senator George D. Emerson is its
temgcrnry chairman and Secretary Fenton M. Parke, of the Chamber
of Commerce, its secretary. Among the representatives from Toronto
who are actively Interested in the formation of the society are Malj.
W. IL. Collins, of the Imperial Army and Navy Association, and B. B.
Biggar, representing the Old Fort Protective oclation. Mr. Biggar
is now in the Maritime Provinces, where he has started a branch of
the One Hundred Years Peace Boclety. Assisted by Maj. Collins and
Dr. C. 8. Eby, of the Canadian Peace and Arbitration Society, Mr. Bl:in
Egr has been energetically giving his time to organizing a public meet-

to be held in This meeting will be attended
bg representatives from the various local assoclations that may by
that time become enrolled in the One Hundred Years Peace Society.
Dr. James L. Tryon, assistant secretary of the American Peace
clety, has received several important letters from influential Americans
&p;[)ruvtns the celebration. * . .

n the absence of the secretary in Europe, the assistant secretary of
the American Peace Soclety attended the Niagara Falls meeting by
special invitation of Mr. Parke, of the Buffalo Chamber of Commerce,
and Mr. Frank F. Willlams, secretary of the Buffulo Peace Society.
Mr. Williams was desirous that the celebration be directed nlon? ce
lines instead of bei made to glorify militarism and war, as m g-g?be
the case if all possible suggestions that were in the air were adopted.

Dr. Tryon stated that the idea of the proposed peace celebration was
heartily approved Ly Dr. Trueblood, who not only wanted to see a
proper peace celebration, but had suggested that it be ke?t entirely
separate from the idea of a world's fair or great exposition of an
kind, as the interest in the event would be divided il eombined wi
either of these. This idea had already met with approval in Buffalo.
Dr. Tryon outlined a festivanl of the nations with symbolic floats and

rocessions those which characterized the Burritt celebration in

ew Britain at the time of the New England Peace Congress in May
last. Buffalo itself is a cosmopolitan city and abounds in mnational
socleties that conld furnish plcturesque material for soch proeessions.
This plan appealed strongly to the Buffalonians. There might be pro-
cessions of sé,lfool children with banners, of clvie societies and firemen.
There might also be life-saving drills for the children, to teach the
herolsm of peace, such as are often given in Great Britain. A spee-
tacular water festival with symbolic boats might be made a mnovel
feature of the occasion, also torie []m ts illustrative of the more
goetic and picturesque episodes of the history of Canada and the United

tates from the days of the herolc discoverers, ploneer settlers, and

oronto in Beptember.

missionaries to the present time. Together with these there
mlfht be tableaux and Frocesaions illustrative of the development of the
civic life of both peoples. It would be a time to honor great men of
the United Btates, Canada, and Great Britain, whose names are con-
nected with the development of the world peace movement; for ex-
ample, such men as William I. Buchanan, of Buffalo, who was a member
of the second Hague conference and is recognized as having been one
of the most effective diplomatists of modern times. Honor should also
be paid to Richard Rush and Charles Bagot, who signed the arrange-
me11‘1t for the limitation and reduction of naval armaments on the Great
{9 "

A world peace congress had already been pro d for the United
Btates at the time of the celebration. A delegation from such a con-
gress, if held, might address a conference of Americans and Canadians
at Buffalo or Toronto, and might attend some of the loeal celebrations.
Distinguished officers of state and members of the diplomatic corps,
together with the peace commission, might be invited as special guests.
There might be a symbolic represen{ntlon of The Hague conference and
the I’eace Palace at The Hague. Prizes might be offered for designs of
gmbo]ic architecture, tableaux, and appropriate exercises upon whlgh

e genius of the American and Canadian artists might be occupied for
some time to come.

Frank H. Severance, of the Buffalo Hlstorical Society, suggested that
fn addition to these there might be an international musical festival.
Such a festival has already been successfully held by the New York
Peace Soclety. Prof. J. M. Larned, president of the Buffalo Peace So-
clety, proposed that Great Britain and the United Btates make 1915
the date of the signing of a treaty of unlimited arbitration. This
would mean the elimination from the category of war of disputes affect-
ing national honor, vital Interests, and independence. his suggestion
was reenforeced by Dr. Tryon, who said that the friends of peace might
well r.'n':e'l.11'.-{v!;l themselves for the next few years in educating public
sentiment gupport of such a treaty.

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. KisTERMANN].

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I have been asked by my
friends why I have had nothing to say on ship subsidy in this
session. Now, to prevent them thinking I have lost all interest
in that matter I will now enter upon a discussion of that subject.
[Applause.] Of course the time allotted to me is so brief that I
can not speak to the bill before the House as to how it passed
the Senate, but I shall, after a few introductory statements, ask
to extend my remarks. It is a well-known fact that the ship-
subsidy people have no particular love for me. They have
shown that again and again in attacks made in previous years
and in recent attacks, simply because I differ with them, be-

=

cause, after a most thorough study, I arrived at the conclusion
that to build up a merchant marine was not to let a few steam-
boat lines get their hands into our Treasury [applause], but
to allow foreign-built ships owned by Americans and plying
between this and foreign countries to come in under American
registry—in fact, to place our shipowners on the identical terms
that other countries place theirs.

I want to say that the ship-subsidy people have not lent me
any assistancé during my recent election. Noj; it became very
evident that my Republican opponent in the primary and my
Democratic opponent in the regular election had their good will,
and when the news came in, prematurely, that I was defeated,
the joy of the ship-subsidy people knew no bounds. [Laughter
and applause.]

In that way I had the rare privilege of reading my own obitu-
ary, the announcement of my political death, as it appeared in
one of the leading ship-subsidy papers, the Marine Journal, of
New York. It starts out in this way: >

Congressman K@sterMaxy defeated. Another object lesson that it
does not pay to fight the American ship. .

This, my friends, is a notice given to you if you do not do as
the ship-subsidy people want you to do, that they will conduct
the same style of a fight against yon. [Laughter.] But I want
to say I am not yet defeated. No; it is going to be decided
within a few days whether I am or not, and it is my opinion
that the supreme court of Wisconsin will decide that I stay
with you for another two years. [Applause.] Here is the
article:

Hon. Gustav KOSTERMANN, Representative in Congress from the
ninth Wisconsin district, stands defeated by five votes on the face of the
returns by his antageonist. Mr. KUsTERMANN, though a Republican, has
bitterly oPpoaed the efforts of Presidents Roosevelt and Taft to build up
the American merchant marine in foreign trade. He is one of the men
who were nominally the defendants in the investigation which was
made last spring by the special committee in the National House, of
which the Hon. J. Vax VecHTEN OLcorT, of this city, was chairman.

Well, that committee has already, in a preliminary report,
stated that I am innocent of the charges brought against me.
[Applause.]

The Marine Journal does not believe that Mr. KUSTERMANN was
Fullty of anything else than deficient Americanism and bad judgment
n his attitude toward the merchant marine.

Again that charge of * deficient Americanism.” Why do they
not bring the same charge against Senators BURTON, STONE,
SHIvVELY, and all those of you gentlemen who have voted against
subsidy—why do not they charge you with deficient American-
ism? Simply because you happened to be born here and I was
born on the other side of the ocean.

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. You could not help that.

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Oh, I certainly had no say in the mat-
ter. [Laughter and applause.]

Continuing, this article reads:

We have no idea that he was the hired man of the European steam-
ship combination. Nevertheless, the defeat is striking proof that to
obstruct the eause of the American ships is not necessarily a password
to the favor of the people of the West, even of the people of Wisconsin.
That State, and particularly Mr. KCUsTERMANN’S distriet, contains a
great many citizens of German birth or recent German extraction. In

his fight against the American merchant marine Mr. KUSTERMANN

has drawn much of his argument from the misleading ecirculars of the
great Germany steamship companies.

Only one of many misstatements contained in this article,

has a rentl med that the people of his district preferred

flhgt ?:e g(?::mercg :fs t]}le United States should be carried under Ger-
man colors and not under the Stars and Stripes.

What rot!

Ar. KUSTERMANN now knows that he was very seriously mistaken.

Not as concerns the wrong principle of ship subsidy.

Even if a recount should reelect Mr. KU'STERMANN by 4 or § votes—

I believe I will have more than that—
this would not alter the significance of the eampalgn, for when Ar.
KUSTERMANN was last chosen it was by more than 3,000 majority.

He has manifestly lost strength with his people—

But not because I have fought the subsidy crowd—
and inasmuch as his ﬂ%ht against the national administration on the
shipping issue has been his most conspicuous actlvity it is safe to infer
that his course in this respect has not commanded favor in Wisconsin.

The best answer to this statement is that this marine publica-
tion has not a handful of subscribers in Wisconsin, for the
policy it advocates is in disrepute in that State.

Continuing, the writer of this inspired article says:

The shipping bill which Mr. KU'sTERMANN has introduced and cham-
ﬂmed is probably the weakest and worst bill of the kind ever presented

Washington.

In answer to the foregoing I will say that the text of my bill
was so satisfactory to a number of American shipowners who
are now forced to hide their ships under foreign flags that they
wrote to me that if my bill was adopted they would hoist the
Stars and Stripes over their ships.
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Continuing, the article reads:

It—

My bill—
has not been able to receive the slightest attention from the Committee
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

Certainly not; hecause the Merchant Marine and Fisheries
Committee is known to be made up with a majority of members
in favor of a subsidy program.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit?

Mr. KUSTERMANN. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT. Did not the Humphrey bill, so called, which
was reported at the last session of the House, include one of
the principles of the gentleman's bill in it?

Mr. KUSTERMANN. It was so limited that it did not cover
what it should have covered.

Mr. GARRETT. But acknowledged in a way, however, the
principle for which the gentleman stood?

Mr. KUSTERMANN. In part only. And only yesterday Mr.
HumpHREY'S bill admitting to American registry 17 foreign-
built ships of the United Fruit Co: was agreed upon in the
committee,

Now, that is piecemeal work. What they want to do is to
admit all ships that sail between the United States and foreign
countries owned by Americang, and then we will in a very
short time have the Stars and Stripes on the ocean where they
are not found at the present time.

I read further from the article:

This bill would have enabled Eurofeﬂn ship trusts and combinations
to acquire ownership of American shipping.

It is true I stated that 40 per cent of the ships might be
owned by foreign capital, the same as our railroads are partly
owned by foreign capital. As long as we allow foreign capital
to put money into our railroads, why not allow them to
assist in building up our merchant marine?

And further:

¢ {it was an entering wedge to European invasion of our coastwise
rade. <

Which, of course, is not true.

It would have repealed the law that requires that the officers of
American ships must be American citizens.

Now, that is one of the distinct features of my bill—that
every ship sailing under the American flag, having an American
registry, must have American officers,

It says further:

It would have discouraged the employment of well-paid, capable
ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬂi&:ﬂm, and would have displaced them by cheap, half-educated

There is not now a letter in our navigation laws which re-
quires American ships to have American crews. So my bill
simply left it as it was before. They may hire whatever crews
they wish.

The Kiistermann bill, if it had been enacted, would have destroyed
the most valuable part of the personnel of the Naval Reserve of the
United States and would have left our "country more humiliatln{gly de-

endent than ever on the grace of European corporations like the
amburg-American Co.—

That is hitting me again. Now, if we have to depend upon
the few ships that will be added under the Gallinger bill as it
has passed the Senate, it would add but very little to our Navy—
which took some of its fast ships out of the New York Harbor in the
Spanish War and sold them to the Spanish admiralty, who would have
used them, if opportunity offered, to burn, sink, and destroy the com-
merce of the United Stafes.

Certainly the writer is hard pressed to use such claptrap talk
and label it argument.

But here is the closing sentence:

Mr. Kiistermann may be an honest man

1 will have to leave that to you, gentlemen.

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois. We think he is honest.

Mr. KUSTERMANN (reading) :
but he is certainly a terribly misguided one, and he richly deserves
the defeat which he has received at the hands of his constituents.

Yes, abuse and threats are their weapons. Why do they not
come out with arguments? That would be the proper way. I
have never used anything but argument. I have not threatened
and I have not heaped any abuse upon them, but they probably
think such a campaign of vilification is necessary because they
have few arguments.

Now, Mr. Chairman, my time is probably pretty mearly up.
For that reason I will ask unanimous consent to extend my
remarks in the RECorD.

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Chairman, I look upon the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. KisTErRmMaNN] as a high authority on
this ship-subsidy proposition, and I feel as much interested as
he does in it. I want to ask him if it is not a fact that there

are about 1,000,000 tons of shipping owned by American capital,
but by reason of our antiquated laws now in force it flies a for-
eign flag?

Mr. KUSTERMANN. There are more than a million tons.
Why, the International Mercantile Marine Co. owns 126 ships
under foreign flags alone, and a gentleman in California, Mr.
Robert Dollar, has probably 30 or 40 ships, as has Mr. Water-
house, in Seattle, dnd the United Fruit Co. So there are prob-
ably about 2,000,000 tons. [Applause.]

The Gallinger subsidy bill is an improvement over the one in-
troduced last session, in so far as it forbids the paying of sub-
sidy to any rail-competitive transportation business.

Otherwise it may be said of this bill, as of its predecessors,
that it will not serve the purpose for which it is supposedly
intended. :

Even though a few additional second-class ships should be put
into service by being paid $4 per mile, or $4.60 a nautical mile,
or about §23,000 for each trip from the United States to Brazil,
there would be no prospect of an improvement in mail facilities
to Central and South Amerieca.

The rule of the Post Office Department is to send mail on
such boats as reach their destination in the quickest time,
whether they are under the American flag, American-owned, or
foreign-owned vessels. This is plainly set forth in the report
of a former Second Assistant Postmaster General, in which we
find the following:

Under our rules of the speediest possible dispateh of mail we eould not
send our mail to Central and South America on American boats if
another vessel under foreign flag would deliver it quicker.

Of course we could establish lines where there are no foreign lines
at present, putting on steamers of less speed than those which cross the
Atlantic and carrying mail as well as cargo, but there might soon be
forelgn vessels of greater speed to those parts, which, for mail pur-
poses, we would have to give the preference. We could gcarcely make
the appropriation available for subsidizing vessels of slower speed and
of greater carrying capacity.

That there are now a number of opportunities to send mail
to these countries is evident from a late schedule of steam-
ship service published by the Post Office Department.

This schedule shows 18 sailing dates in one month of Ameri-
can-owned ships sailing under foreign flags direct from New
York to Central and South America, and 24 sailing dates of
foreign ships.

There are also a number of American-owned ships under
foreign flags making regular trips from New Orleans, Phila-
delphia, Boston, Tampa, and San Francisco.

All of these ships carry freight, and thus there is ample op-
portunity to ship goods to the places aimed to be reached by
these subsidized ships. !

Our trade with those countries will not be increased by sub-
sidizing these extra ships to operate at an enormous expense
to our Government and the people.

In order to accomplish this—to increase our trade, we must go
after the orders—we must compete in prices of goods sold; we
must study the trade conditions, extend the same amount of
credit as other countries; and last, but not least, we must send
agents or representatives who are versed in the Spanish lan-
guage, which is the language spoken.

We ean not expect our prospective customers to learn English
in order to trade with us.

All other countries are trying constantly to provide the
speediest ships, while in the present bill we propose to pay a
premium on slow vessels, thereby permitting second-class ves-
sels to carry the mails right along with those vessels of the
first class.

Under the act of 1801 we are paying to the International
Merecantile Marine Co., mainly owned by J. Pierpont Morgan,
about $700,000 each year for sailing four of their ships across
the Atlantic.

Two of these four ships were built in Europe, but by a
special act of Congress they were allowed to fly the American
flag.

ls'ow._the question that must be answered fairly and squarely
by every Representative of Congress is this: Has our country
been benefited in any way by the payment to this and other
companies of about $20,000,000 in 20 years? I say not in the
least.

Freight and passenger rates have not been affected by it and
no mail facilities have been added.

The facts show that we have merely given these millions of
dollars to J. Pierpont Morgan and others and received nothing
in return therefrom.

Now, let us see how many ships the proposed $4,000,000
annual subsidy would add to our merchant marine.

A 16-knot vessel, built to sail 16 nautical miles an hour, cer-
tainly should be able to sail 16 regular miles, as a regular mile
is about one-eighth less than a nautical mile, It would there-
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fore cover a distance of 384 miles in a day, and as payment is
provided for outgoing trips from this country omly, at $4 per
mile, it would receive a total of $1,5686 of Government money
per day outgoing, or $768 when the daily outgoing and incoming
trips are averaged.

Figuring delays, stops, and repairs, it may be said that a ship
gailing about 10 months in the year would receive from the
Government Treasury about $230,400.

Highteen and 20 knot vessels would obtain proportionately
more, so that it would be safe to state that the average amount
paid to each ship yearly by this Government would amount to
$250,000. Thus the $4,000,000 would subsidize about 16 vessels,
or only 12 vessels, if the profit from the ocean malil amounts to
but $3,000,000, as it is estimated.

It has been said that no ship flying the American flag is now
engaged in eailing to and from Central and South America.
There are, however, a number of American-owned vessels ply-
ing between this country and our sister Republics, among them
the large fleet of the United Fruit Co.

Costing almost twice as much to build ships in this country
as in Europe, these American shipping companies were forced
to give their orders for ships to foreign shipbuilders, and
through our antiguated navigation laws—abandoned by other
leading countries many years ago—they were prevented from
sailing these vessels under the American flag. .

To-day they would cheerfully hoist our glorious banner over
their ships, but under our present laws they are obliged to hide
under foreign flags.

If we wish to see the American flag restored to the seas, we
have the remedy in our own hands.

I have in my possession letters from a number of American
shipping companies, owning about 200 fine ocean-going vessels,
who are ready to hoist the American colors over every one of
these vessels if we will grant foreign-built ships, owned wholly
or partially by Americans, admission to American registry.

But objections to this business-like method are raised by the
shipbuilders and steel manufacturers of this country, who,
while not building a single ocean-going merchant ship at the
present time, still live in hopes that indirectly they might reap
great profits if our Government will loosen the purse strings of
the Treasury and commence the payment of big subsidies. Of
course the amount called for in the present subsidy bill is but
an opening wedge for a much greater depletion of the Treasury
in the future.

These American shipbuilders c¢laim to be unable to compete
with other countries in shipbuilding; yet they recently took the
contracts for two great war vessels for the Argentine Republie
and a very costly Chinese cruiser in competition with ship-
building concerns in Japan and Europe.

I maintain without fear of being successfully disputed that
if we let foreign-built ships owned in the main by Americans
and in charge of American officers come under United States
registration, it -will not be necessary to pay out millions of
dollars of the people’s money for the pleasure of seeing more
American flags on the ocean.

A few years ago the Commissioner of Navigation reported
136 ocean sailing ships owned by Americans but obliged to sail
under foreign flags. Now, however, that number is greatly
increased.

The leading shipping nations in the world, Great Britain and
Germany, allow the sailing under their flags of ships, no matter
where built, and the shipbuilders of those two countries seem
to prosper under that policy. Great Britain last year admitted
to British registry 84 foreign-built merchant steamers and 7
sailing vessels.

Again and again the false statement is made that the great
merchant marine of Great Britain and Germany owed its growth
to the payment of subsidies by their respective Governments,

It costs Germany $1,860,000 to have 30 to 40 ships keep up
the connection with their colonies, while Great Britain and
colonies pay about $7,000,000 to steamship lines owning in the
neighborhood of 400 vessels, and these companies as lowest bid-
ders were awarded the contracts for carrying the mail to and
from British possessions. In Great Britain but 6 per cent of
her 6,503 steamers received money from the British treasury
for service rendered, and not one of her 4,703 sailing ships.

About $5,000,000 of the British subsidy consists of refunds of
Suez Canal tolls, and, following the example of Great Britain,
I hope not a single voice will be raised in our country against
giving the same benefit to all American ships passing through
the Panama Canal.

Instead of rushing any subsidy measure through at this time,
we ought to await the completion of that great canal, and see
whether the privilege of its free use will not have a material
effect on our American merchant marine,

Displaying the American flag over only 16 vessels plying be-
tween our ports and Central and South America would under
this bill cause our people an expense of $40,000,000 in 10 years,
and the wholesome competition in freight rates which our ship-
pers now enjoy would at least be partially destroyed by the non-
subsidized ships being unable to compete with lines receiving
in the neighborhood of $250,000 a year out of the Government
Treasury for each subsidized ship.

Let us continue to pay 80 cents per pound for carrying letters
in American vessels, as compared with 35 cents to ships under
foreign flags, thus making it an object for vessels to go under
American registration.

At the same time let us give American shipowners material
assistance and restore the American flag to the seas by allow-
ing American registry to ships built anywhere in the world, as
long- as they are owned wholly or to a large extent by Ameri-
cans.

This can be done by enacting into law my bill, H. R. 29865,
which, when the time comes, I shall offer as a substitute for
the pending bill. [Applause.]

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 40 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GRaATAM].

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in the time allotted
to me I shall confine my remarks to a discussion of the so-called
Ballinger investigation. )

On the 6th of December, 1909, the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. Hrrcacock] offered a resolution on the floor of the House
to the effect that a committee of seven Members of the House
should be appointed to investigate the General Land Office and
the Department of the Interior, with reference to coal lands
and other public domain in Alaska, and report their findings to
the House.

Later on a broader resolution concerning the same matter
was introduced in both the Senate and House of Representa-
tives, at the request of Mr. Secretary Ballinger, asking for the
appointment of a joint committee of investigation, and on Janu-
ary 19, 1910, the joint resolution was approved and the com-
mittee appointed.

At page 4219 of the record of the hearings by the committee
appears a letter written by Don M. Carr, Mr. Ballinger's private
secretary, to the editor of an Arkansas newspaper, which indi-
cates remarkable prescience on the part of that young man, as
he appears to be able to see at least 16 days into the future. I
give it here for whatever it may be worth, leaving it to others
to draw such inferences from it as may seem just (italics ours) :

BECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, January 3, 1910.

Dpir 81k: Referring to the Montgomery Times of December 24, con-
taining an editorial on the administration of the forest reserve in your
vicinity, it is suggested that as Congress will probably at an early date
make an examination of the management of the Forest Service, you
might with ﬂuprlety secure such affidavits of the character referred to
in the editorial and submit them to the committee having charge of the
investiyation, of which
pmbab{; Lo chairman.

ery truly, yours,

Mr. GEORGE SHERMAN,

The Montgomery Times, Mount Ida, Ark.

If Mr. Ballinger's secretary knew so far in advance who the
chairman was to be, he doubtless also knew who the members
would have been if the House had not interfered by giving each
party the right to choose its representation.

The committee worked diligently and finished the taking of
evidence near the end of May. Several days’' time was given
the attorneys for the respective interests to prepare for the
oral arguments on the evidence, and after the oral arguments
still further time was given for the preparation and filing of
printed briefs. -

Every assistance which the splendid ability and industry
of the eminent counsel engaged could render was given the
committee and greatly lightened the burden cast on them.

Near the end of June, 1910, the committee held its last meet-
ing prior to the adjournment of that session of Cengress, and
in order to give themselves time to study the evidence and the
briefs and to formulate their views into a report the committee
adjourned to meet at Minneapolis, Minn., on September 5, when
a report was to be adopted.

During the Minneapolis session of the committee, on Septem-
ber 9, two reports were presented and filed, one signed by Sena-
tor FrercHER of Florida, Senator Purcell of North Dakota, Rep-
resentative JAMEs of Kentucky, and myself, and the other one
by Representative Mapison of Kansas. While these reporis
were prepared without conference or consultation of any kind
between the respective signers they are in substantial agree-
ment that the welight of evidence establishes Mr. Ballinger's
unfaithfulness to the trust reposed in him and his unfitness for
the great office he holds.

Hon. ENUTE NELSON, United States Senate, will
DoN M. Cang.
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Three months after these reports were filed the other seven
members of the committee, on December 7, 1910, filed a third
report, finding that the evidence heard by the committee wholly
failed to “ exhibit Mr. Ballinger as being anything but a com-
petent and . honorable gentleman, honestly and faithfully per-
forming the duties of his high office.”” These reports show
diametrically opposite conclusions drawn from the same evi-
dence. Which of them is wrong? Which ones reflect the welght
of the evidence and which one does not?

It is my purpese to dispassionately discuss this question with
you, just as if this were a court in bane, interested only in
getting at the very truth of the matter.

The issue before the committee, stated broadly, is this:
Was Mr. Ballinger an unfaithful servant of the people, and
was he untrue to the trust reposed in him, first, as Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office, and later, as Secretary of
the Interior?

He was Commissioner of the General Land Office from March
4, 1907, to March 4, 1508. He retired from office on the latter
date and resumed the practice of the law at Seattle, continu-
ing in his profession till March 4, 1909, when he became, Secre-
tary of the Interior, which great office he still retains. -

The entire period since his appointment as Commissioner of
the General Land Office and, indeed, before that, to some extent,
has been covered by the investigation.

I shall confine myself to what I consider the salient features
of the more important matters involved.

I shall not attempt to go into the merits of some of the
questions raised, as, for instance, the matter of Indian coopera-
tive agreements and the issuing of cooperative certificates, for
however desirable or necessary these policies might be, I am
persuaded that their condemnation by the law oflicers of the
Government under whose jurisdiction they came is a suflicient
justification for the opposition of the Secretary.

I do not think it is the provinee of the committee to inquire
into the soundness of these official opinions, nor is it material
to the inquiry we were directed to make whether they are
gound or not. The question before us was whether Secretary
Ballinger's acts were done in good faith; and, for my part, I
can not say that he was guilty of bad faith in accepting and
acting upon the official opinion of the officer of the Government
whose duty it was to give that opinion.

The remaining matters come under two general heads, namely,
the Ileclamation Service and the Cunningham coal claims, and
growing out of these two, indeed out of the whole subject mat-
ter of the controversy, is a third and very important question:
Was Mr. Ballinger uncandid or disingenuous with the Presi-
dent in connection with these matters?

I will take up first, and but briefly, his conduct toward the
Reclamation Service.

This very important Government bureau was organized and
has been conducted for the purpose of reclaiming and render-
ing fit for cultivation the arid lands of the West.

It is in the Department of the Interior, and its officers are
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary or head of that depart-
ment.

Mr. W. H. Newell has been at the head of this bureau since
its organization under the title of * Director,” and Mr. Arthur
H. Davis was chief engineer. Many reclamation projects have
been undertaken, and much good has been accomplished by the
irrigntion of arid land, thus making it very productive and very
valuable.

One of the first steps in irrigation is to secure a water sup-
ply. As the current in the rivers and streams available does
not usually furnish enough water in the hot summer weather,
when water is most needed, it becomes necessary to build a great
dam and create a vast reservoir to hold a proper supply.

A strategic point is chosen where the least amount of dam
will collect the greatest amount of water within reasonable
proximity to the land to be irrigated.

It would require a very careful survey to determine in ad-
vance how much land would be inundated by the water col-
lected by a dam of a given height. Often thousands of acres
are thus inundated by a single dam.

But as all this land was open to location by settlers, and as
the desire to seize good opportunities is quite prevalent, it is
easy to see that settlers would be likely to pick as “ locations "
land that was adapted to reservoir and dam site purposes,
especially if they suspected that it would be put to that use.

This probability would be greatly increased when the dam
site was also available as a power site, and this also applied to
natural water-power sites. It is plain that such locations were
very liable to be taken, and that the fee would pass from the
Government and ultimately become the basis of a private

monopoly. Secretary of the Interior Garfield, seeing this and
wishing to prevent it, made orders in January and February,
1909, withdrawing from settlement a large amount of land
adjacent to, and available for, power sites.

As these withdrawals were of necessity made without pre-
liminary surveys, and as it was then impossible to know how
much land or what land might be inundated by the building
of a dam at any given point, it was deemed by him wiser to
err on the side of safety, and the withdrawals were made large
with the intention of paring them down later and restoring the
excess to settlement as soon as the necessary survey could be
made and the correct boundaries established.

On March 4, 1909, Mr. Garfield went out of office and Mr.
Ballinger succeeded him. Within six weeks after he became
Secretary, Mr. Ballinger canceled these withdrawals made by
Garfield, and restored all the land, power sites included, to
settlement. He did this on the theory that there was no
power lodged in the executive department of the Government
to make these withdrawals, that therefore his predecessor's
action was void, and that he was so thoroughly convinced of
this he could not evade the duty of revoking them and restor-
ing the land to settlement.

Personally, I am more disposed to sympathize with this view
than to criticise it, but once more I repeat, our committee was
not appointed to pass upon the legality of Mr. Ballinger's acts
or to determine questions of public policy, but rather to pass
upon his motives and bona fides. So that, for our purpose,
the question is not whether the executive branch of the Govern-
ment really had the power to withdraw public land from settle-
ment, but whether Mr. Ballinger was or was not acting in good
faith for the public good.

Consistency is one evidence of good faith. The man who
claims he takes a very important step because of intense con-
vietion will be sure to stick to his course; or, if he ever after-
wards makes a complete change of front on that very question,
he will have a reason to give for the change. If not, his good
faith in the first instance is justly open to suspicion.

Apply this rule to Mr. Ballinger. Did he stand by the posi-
tion he took? Or if he abandoned that position, did he give a
good reason for so doing? The answer to these questions is he
did not stand by his position and he did not give any redason at
all for abandoning it. True, he says that Garfield withdrew
more land than was necessary. But he canceled Garfield’s
withdrawals for the specific reason that Garfield had no power
to make them. He did not eancel them because Garfield had not
the power to withdraw so much land, but because he had not
the power fo withdraw any.

In view of this, how are we to explain his conduet when about
six weeks later, without any change in the law and without
any change in his view of the law, Mr. Ballinger does the very
thing he condemned in Garfield, and rewithdrew a large por-
tion of the very same land. If Garfield had not the power,
where did Ballinger get it?

And again later on when the Senator from Colorado [Mr.
GueeENHEIM] made a request that certain arid land be with-
drawn from settlement for park purposes, where, on his own
theory, did Mr. Ballinger get the power to comply with the
Senator's request? He has given us no light on this subject.
The claim that a more careful estimate of the land to be with-
drawn, or even that an exact survey had been made in the
meantime, would be no answer, as the Secretary, in nullifying
Garfield’s action, planted himself squarely on his absolute want
of power to make any withdrawals.

As I proceed, I think there will appear, with tolerable clear-
ness, a basis for the inference that Mr. Ballinger’s action in
canceling the withdrawals and restoring the land, power sites
and all, to settlement, was rather for the purpose of giving
special opportunity to a favored few than of administering the
trust in his hands for the benefit of the people, and the whole
evidence fairly considered, in my judgment, justifies the con-
clusion that when he canceled the Garfield withdrawals and re-
stored the land to settlement it was not Mr. Ballinger's inten-
tion to rewithdraw it, and that the rewithdrawals subsequently
made were in some way forced upon him.

One of Mr. Ballinger's first official acts after he became Secre-
tary was to call in Mr, Davis, the chief engineer of this service,
and try to alienate him from Director Newell, his immediate supe-
rior. The evidence shows persistent and deliberate attempts on
his part to undermine and discredit Mr. Newell as head of the
service, and this to the great detriment of the service. The
heads of it were frequenily ignored altogether and orders issued

direct to subordinates, of which orders their superiors had no
knowledge till it came to them incidentally, or accidentally,
later on.
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The effect of this conduct-was very demoralizing to the Rec-
lamation Service, and it can be explained only as an effort to
force Mr. Newell to resign.

The Reclamation Service maintained an office in Chicago, of
which one E. T, Perkins was the manager. Mr. Perkins was
guilty of irregularities which can be fitly designated as gross.
They are outlined and discussed on pages 47 to 49 of our report.

Director Newell and Chief Engineer Davis were of the opinion
that the conditions justified a request for Mr. Perkins's resig-
nation, and Mr. Newell did finally request it. The matter came
before Mr. Ballinger, and he disposed of it by overruling Newell,
by giving Perkins increased authority, and directing him to
make monthly reports to the director, whom he had so effectu-
ally defeated. How farcical and how thoroughly demoralizing;
but Mr. Perkins had influential and powerful friends in Chi-
cago, the Secretary explained.

The evidence shows it had been Mr. Ballinger's intention
from the beginning to displace Newell and replace him by one
R. H. Thomson, of Seattle, a personal friend of his, of whom I
shall have something to say later on.

It is unnecessary to gay the inevitable effect of this conduct
on the part of the Secretary was the demoralization of the Rec-
lamation Service, and that such would be its effect could not
be unknown to the Secretary. As we proceed the purpose of it
may become more apparent.

THE CUNNINGHAM CLAIMS.

A few preliminary words of explanation as to Alaska is nec-
essary to a proper understanding of the so-called Cunningham
claims matter.

The location, the conformation, and the great natural wealth
of the Territory of Alaska make it a land peculiarly adapted
to exploitation by any person or aggregation of persons having
the necessary means.

While there is much fertile and productive land there and
considerable gold, silver, and other minerals, the main attrae-
tions, so far as this investigation discloses, are coal and copper.
There are vast and very valuable deposits of both of these.
For a more detailed statement of the nature and extent of
these deposits I must refer you to the different reports by
members of the committee and to the evidence itself referred
to in the reports.

These mineral deposits are all in the interior and lie behind a
practically impassable mountain range. This mountain range
runs in a general way parallel to the coast and about 30 miles
inland. There are but three practical ways of reaching the
interior through this mountain range south of the peninsula.
The southernmost route is by way of Skagway and the White
Pass, the middle one by way of the Copper River, and the
northernmost one by way of the Matanuska River. Each one
of these has already been availed of for railway construction.
The line along the Matanuska is not involved here to any great
extent. 2 '

The line from Skagway is owned by British capitalists and
is managed by a Mr. Graves. The line along the Copper River
is owned by the Alaska syndicate and is not only the most
important of the three, but the one most intimately connected
with this investigation.

The Alaska syndicate is an unincorporated combination of
two great interests—J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. and Guggenheim
Bros.—each having an equal share.

Each party has a right to take in outside interests, and each
has exercised that right. Parties so admitted into the concern
are called subparticipants. Mr. Graves, president of the Skag-
way & White Pass Railway, is a subparticipant of the Morgan
interest, and Mr. Havemeyer and some other well-known capi-
talists are subparticipants of the Guggenheim interest.

This syndicate has been giving attention to Alaska for several
years. It was largely interested in the salmon fisheries off the
Alaskan coast, and in the salmon-canning business. It had a
large part, probably half or more, of the carrying trade to and
from Alaska. It had a good harbor for ships, with dockage
facilities, at Katalla; it owned large and very valuable copper
mine interests in the interior; and it owned the Copper River
& Northwestern Railroad, extending from its docks at Ka-
talla along the Copper River and its tributary, the Chittina,
and by this time probably reaching to the copper mines,

As will be shown later, it was not satisfied with what it al-
ready had, but was arranging, with the “ personal and confiden-
tial ” assistance of Secretary Ballinger, to exploit the Territory
in other directions.

The lack of cheap coal has been a great drawback to Alaska,
and was undoubtedly a great drawback to the syndicate. It is
unfortunate that the law did not enable the people of Alaska
and those who were carrying on business there to avail them-

selves, in some practical way, of the coal which abounds so
plentifully. But the syndicate appears to have been looking for
more than a present supply of cheap coal. It had its bargain-
counter eye on the whole Bering coal field, aggregating about
30,000 acres and containing some 500,000,000 tons of fine coal.

The group of 33 claims, containing 5,260 acres, with about
80,000,000 tons of marketable coal, known as the Cunningham
claims, are located in this field and constitute the storm center
of this part of the inquiry.

As Secretary of the Interior Mr. Ballinger held all this prop-
erty in trust for the use of the American people, and it was his
duty, as such trustee, to prevent its exploitation either by indi-
viduals or syndicates, but I challenge your careful attention to
the evidence as to whether he did not wholly fail in his duty
in that regard.

The act of April 28 1904, under which coal claims were
being made, provided for the “staking out” or location of a
claim, the filing of a notice of such location with the proper
officers, and the improvement of the claim; and it required an
affidavit of good faith by the locator or claimant stating that
he makes the entry in good faith, for his own benefit, and not
directly or indirectly, in whole or in. part, in behalf of any
person or persons whomsoever.

When all these steps are taken by the claimant, and the
uniform purchase price of $10 per acre paid to the recelver
of the land office, and his receipt given therefor, a certificate of
entry is issued to the claimant by the register of the land
office. When the claimant receives this certificate the “entry”
is complete, provided he had acted in good faith up to that
time, and if he had so acted a patent will issue to him in due
course,

When the matter passes from the hands of the local re-
ceiver and register of the land office, it goes to Division “P"
of the General Land Office in Washington. This is the In-
vestigating division. If any irregularities in the preliminary
steps are suspected, Division P investigates the matter and
determines whether those preliminary steps were all properiv
taken and whether the claimant has acted throughout in good
faith. If the claim is found to be all right, it is “clear listed ”
from Division P and its real troubles are over. Any further
examination is merely as to the formal correctness of the
papers, and if they are correct it goes on to patent.

If, as a matter of fact, the claim is all right at the time the
certificate of entry issues, then the claimant becomes seized of
the equitable title and has a right to sell and convey this
equitable interest in the claim; but if, as a matter of fact, it is
afterwards determined that the claimant did not act in good
faith and did not comply with the provisions of the law, then
he took nothing by his certificate of entry, and, of course, had
nothing to sell or convey to anyone else. These points hre very
important in the matter before us and should be kept in mind.

As early as 1903 a part of the land covered by the Cunning-
ham claims was seized by squatters, who realized its value and
advantages. The supposed interest of these squatters was
bought for a small amount by Mr. Clarence Cunningham, but
he soon learned they had mo real interest, and when the law
of April, 1904, was enacted he began to secure them for himself
and others under that law.

But he did not even then follow the provisions of the law.
He made “locations” in the names of persons who had given
him no authority to do so, and at one time he had 22 claims
and only 9 claimants.

The locations of the 33 claims in the Cunningham group were
all made in July and August of 1904. True, as I have stated,
there had been attempted locations on this same land prior to
that, and under the act of 1900, but these alleged locations were
void and were abandoned and new ones made under the act of
April 28, 1904.

The fixed price of $10 per acre was paid by the claimants dur-
ing the year 1907, 3 being paid for in February, 11 in March, 15
in April, and 3 in October. A certificate of entry was issued in
each ease, and if the claimants had acted in good faith and in
compliance with the law up to that time their claims were
valid. On the other hand, if they had not acted in good faith,
if they had not complied with the provisions of the law, their
claims were invalid and void.

On December 26, 1907, Mr. Ballinger, acting in person and
after consulting Mr. Schwartz, chief of the field service, clear
listed these claims and ordered them to patent. In doing so he
considered only a doubtful report made by a special agent,
H. K. Love.

The question now before us is, Was he justified in doing so?
Did he do so in good faith? Bedr in mind that the law of
1904, under which the Cunningham claimants were proceeding,
was carefully prepared with a view to prevent monopoly in
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Alaska coal land. That was the keynote of the act. To carry
out this theory it had stringent provisions against a consolida-
tion of claims. It provided that two persons, each of whom
was eligible to take a claim, might go together and take two
claims, or 820 acres; and four such persons who had already
spent at least $5,000 in improving their claims might consoli-
date to the extent of 640 acres. That was the maximum limif
of consolidation.” There was no way under the law by which
more than 640 acres could be improved and worked in common,
and any agreement among claimants before the issuance of
their certificates of entry is construed by the courts as a fraud
on the law and renders the claims invalid and void.

Was there reason to believe the Cunningham eclaimants had
such a prohibited agreement? Yes; there was.

On February 6, 1806, Mr. Cunningham wrote to Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office Richards, telling him that he
had located these claims for himself and a large number of
others and had expended a large amount of money on them;
that owing to the nature of the ground it would be necessary
to make a long tunnel, the benefit of which would accrue to all
the claims. He inclosed a pencil sketch indicating the relative
location of this tunnel, and showing that it would run through
the center of the group from south to north. Of course, this
tunnel would not touch most of the claims at all, although the
cost was to be borne equally by all the claimants.

Assistant Commissioner Fimple wrote Cunningham on Feb-
ruary 24, 1906, in reply, stating that the construction of such a
tunnel would call for close scrutiny as to the good faith of the
claimants, to ascertain whether each one was securing his claim
strictly for his own use, and not directly or indirectly for the
use or benefit of others, or of an association or corporation. He
further told him the issuing of patents would without doubt be
delayed till the matter conld be fully investigated. These let-
ters and the plat submitted by Cunningham are and have been
in the General Land Office files ever since. It might be stated
that this close scrutiny, this full investigation mentioned by
Mr. Fimple, had not been made when the claims were clear
listed by Mr. Ballinger. .

And this brings us to the question of the validity or invalidity
of the Cunningham claims and to a consideration of Mr. Bal-
linger’s conduct in clear listing them on December 26, 1907.

At the time these locations were being made under the law
of 1004, Mr. H. K. Love, a lawyer of many years' standing and
of large experience with land matters, was acting as special
agent for the General Land Office in Alaska. Mr. W. A. Rich-
ards, then Commissioner of the General Land Office, on Decem-
ber 11, 1905, wrote Love a lengthy letter of instructions as to his
duties, in which, among other things, he said:

While it might be clearly within the contemplation of Congress to
permit the formation of companies to take a limited area of the public
coal land to enable said com s to make large expenditures neces-
sary to their development, there is no warrant for the belief that Con-
gress intended to permit the entry and acquisition of title biv one gor-
son or an association of persons of an unlimited area of public land.

On the contrary, it pro to limit the area to be entered by said
association of persomns, as is evident from the law itself, which provides
that “ not exceed.inﬁ 160 acres to such vidual persom, or acres
to such association " (see. 2347), or that ** when any association of not
less than four ons, sever%lg ?ualiﬂed as above provided, shall have
s ded not less than $5, n working and Improving any such
mine or mines, such association may enter mot exceeding 640 acres,
in such mining improvements.” (Bec. 2348.)

Love was still acting as special agent in Alaska in 1906 when
Clarence Cunningham located these claims. None of the other
82 claimants were actually in Alaska. They always acted
through C to whom they had given their respective
powers of attorney.

In making an investigation of these claims Love simply sent
a form of affidavit to each claimant, which affidavits were exe-
cuted and returned to him by mail. Soon after he received
them, on August 2, 1907, he reported to the General Land Office
on 30 of the 33 cases, in which report he says, among other
things:

In a recent conversation with Mr, Cunningham, who Is fully In-
formed on all matters past and all future plans of his prtm:i;uu{;i he
stated that i¢ had always been the hope the several persons that
:{;nlngements might be effected after entry for the joint working of

Some months prior to the making of this report, Mr. Love
became a candidate for a United States marshalship in Alaska,
and as many of the claimants in the Cunningham group were
persons of much political influence, it was represented to the
Land Office that Love was not a proper person to conduct this
investigation; that his activities as a special agent might be
influenced by his ambition to get on the Government pay roll
in an office which not only pa.ld a good salary but, as Love well
knew, yielded emoluments on a collateral line by way of divi-
dends or “rake off” for the boarding of United States pris-
oners, and which he afterwards availed himself of,

Love was well aware of his doubtful standing in the Gen-
eral Land Office, for on August 1, the day before he made this
report, he wrote to the register and receiver stating that the
Land Office would probably refuse to act on his report,

In this letter he refers to his interview with Cunningham,
and adds:

In view of the foregoing and of the fact that the department may
wish to make an investigation of these entries, with others of similar
character in Alaska, otherwise than through myself, I would respect-
fully recommend that these cases be forwarded to the General d
Office without entry at this time.

In response to the objections urged against Love, Special
Agent H. T. Jones was, on June 21, 1907, chosen by Assistant
Commissioner Dennett, because, as Dennett said, Jones had
“ the necessary ability and integrity,” and Dennett directed him
to make a “thorough, complete, and energetic” investigation
of the charges against Alaska coal-land claimants,

Thus it clearly appears that a little over two months before
he made his report of August 2, which report was the sole basis
for the order clear listing the Cunningham coal*claims, Love
had been discredited in the General Land Office, and was aware
of the fact. Now, during the five months that intervened be-
tween the filing of Love’s report and the clear listing of the
claims let ns see what happened.

First. Jones began his investigation in Washington State,
where many of the claimants lived. Commissioner Ballinger
was in Seattle at the time, and sent for Jones, who informed
him of Dennett's orders and of the progress he was making.
They had several interviews, and Mr. Ballinger finally over-
ruled Dennett's written instructions to make *“a thorough,
complete, and energetic investigation,” and substituted therefor
verbal instructions to get statements from only two or three
persons in each group. }

Mr. Ballinger further verbally directed that Jones should
work at Portland and Spokane, and that the discredited Mr.
Love should work at Seattle, where most of the elaimants lived.

Second. On August 5, 1907, Jones obtained two affidavits—
one from Fred H. Mason and one from A. B. Campbell, both
prominent claimants in the Cunningham group., These affi-
davits state that the claimants had often talked, before they
got their certificates of entry, about what they were going to
do with their claims; that the popular idea was that after
they got titles they would try to get a railroad to their claims,
and that if the titles proved to be good they might make a deal
with the * Guggenheim outfit,” which was the American Smelt-
ing & Refining Co. These affidavits were also filed in the land
office.

Third. On August 10 Mr. Jones made a written report to the
commissioner, in which he says: :

At least the Cunningham claimants were under a misapprehension as
to their right to combine their claims and run them under one finanecial
management.

And three days later, on August 13, he made a supplemental
report, in which, after reciting reasons, he concludes thus:

I would therefore again recommend that these entries be carefully
investigated by an experienced and fearless agent.

These two reports of Jones were, of course, also on file in the
General Land Office.

Fourth. On November 5, 1907, Special Agent Louis R. Glavis
wrote from Portland to the Commissioner of the General Land
Office transmitting a letter from Jones about Alaska coal lands.
Glavis says in this letter :

My general knowledge of conditions vernlng the coal entries made
in glaslm rompts me to concur in 'Msro Jones's recommendation that
early and thorough investigation be made of these entries.

In the letter to which Glavis refers Jones says to the com-
missioner :

I am taking the liberty of ufg’aln calling to your attention the fact
that |'.Iul.-1n§l my investigation of the Alaska coal-land situation it was
found, of the ewwfmu&a examined, that few, If any, of the applicants
were comply: th the requirements of the law and the rules and
regulations of the General Land Office and the Department of the In-
terior respecting the purchase of snch coal lands.

This was the third written appeal from a special agent chosen
for this work because he had “the necessary ability and in-
temw.!!

Fifth. On November 22 Glavis wrote to his chief, Mr,
Schwartz, asking to be called in to the land office that he might
lay the Alaska situation before him. He says in this letter as
to Alaska coal:

1 am worrled about this matter and would llke to confide in you,
becanse you shounld know all about it, even though it will pain you as
much as it has me when you hear it.

Glavis was called in as he requested, and while here in Wash-
ington had an interview, first with Schwartz and then with
Ballinger, about December 13, in which interviews the matter
was gone over at some length,
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In their interview Glavis and Ballinger talked about Love,
and Mr. Ballinger agreed with Glavis that Love, being a candi-
date for marshal in Alaska, should not conduct the investiga-
tion of the coal claims there.

So that, to recapitulate, when Mr, Ballinger, 13 days later,
clear listed these claims on December 26, 1907, he had before
him the very doubtful report of a discredited agent whom he
knew to be discredited, and nothing else, and he made no in-
quiry whether there was anything else, whereas had he asked
for all the files in his office on this subject, some of which he
knew about, he would have had placed before him for considera-
tion :

1. Assistant Commissioner Fimple's letter to Cunningham,

2. The Cunningham plat of a joint tunnel.

3. The F. H. Mason affidavit and the A. B. Campbell affi-
davif.

4, The Jones report of August 10.

5. The Jones report of August 13,

G. The Glavis letter of November 5, inclosing Jones's letter
of November 1.,

7. Glavis's letter to Schwartz, of November 22,

And all this documentary evidence would be supplemented
and strengthened by the recollection of his personal interviews
with Jones in August and with Glavis on December 13—Iless
than two weeks before.

How can all these things be put together by men of practieal
sense without reaching the conclusion that an understanding
had been reached by the claimants before entry as to what
they would do with their claims after entry. They say the
hope always existed; that they had often talked about what
they were going to do with the claims after entry; and that
they favored a deal with the “ Guggenheim outfit” to get a
railroad. This hope which always existed among them was not
a mere unexpressed hope. It was a tangible hope. It had been
discussed by them. Each of them knew that the others enter-
tained a similar hope. When such admissions are made by
sharp, shrewd men of affairs, who understand the danger of
admissions against interest, Mr. Ballinger might fairly con-
clude that more would be discovered by looking further. All
these documents were within reach, but were not called for;
the only one considered was the only one that seemed to favor
the claimants, and even that one, fairly construed, cast a dark
shadow of snspicion on the claims; indeed Love himself stated
in an official letter that this report “did not clear list those
entries, but, on the contrary, raised a question as to their regu-
larity.” And, in addition to ignoring these docnments then in
his office files, Mr. Ballinger conveniently forgot his various
personal interviews with Jones in July and August and his
interview of December 13 with Glavis and ordered the claims
on to patent,

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RuckEer] ?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I would like to, but I have only
40 minutes. If I get additional time when that limit is up, I
will be glad to answer any questions that may be put to me.
It is only lack of time that prevents me from yielding to the
gentleman at this time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Now, I want to be absolutely fair.
I refrain from analyzing a great mass of other evidence, which
clearly—I think, conclusively—shows the fraudulent character
of these claims, and I do go because there is no proof that Mr.
Ballinger, when he made the clear-listing order, had knowledge
of such other evidence, and I am discussing with you the ques-
tion of Mr. Ballinger's good faith rather than the guestion of
the actuoal validity or invalidity of the claims.

I have not referred to all the evidence which was then avail-
able to him and ignored by him, only to the more important
facts, but I think I have referred to enmough to show either
gross carelessness or a want of good faith on his part.

Among the items of evidence which go to the validity of the
claims, and which I have not referred to, because the evidence
does not show they were known to Mr. Ballinger when he made
the clear-listing order, are the report of Special Agent Kennedy ;
the report of Cunningham's expert engineer, Hawkins: the
option agreement, giving the Alaska syndicate a half interest
in the entire property; the report of Engineer Storrs, the syn-
dicate’s expert; and the Cunningham journal.

Glavis always insisted that a competent Government expert
should be sent to the claims to report what the conditions on the
ground were, and in this Sheridan, the Government's lawyer,
agreed with him.

Kennedy was finally sent to Alaska for that purpose, and his
report and his testimony show that all the claims have been
developed as a unit throughout.

The report of the Cunningham expert, Hawkins, shows the
same thing, as does also the report of the syndicate’'s expert,
Storrs. The Storrs report not only shows this, but also shows
that the syndicate had considered the feasibility and the wis-
dom of controlling the whole Bering coal field. To summarize,
it appears that—

(@) The history of the development of the claims shows that
they considered it a joint concern.

(b) The Cunningham books of account show it was considered
a joint concern.

(¢) The fact that the locators never took any interest in their
individuoal claims tends to show it was a joint concern. ;

(d) The fact that when their final certificates issued the claim-
ants at once took steps to turn their claims over to the syndi-
cate, each claimant getting the same price, although claims were
not of equal value, shows the same thing.

(e) As does also the fact that over half the claimants have
testified that they always acted on a mutual understanding to
combine after title.

The memorandum of agreement or option contract between
the Cunningham people and the Alaska syndicate for a half
interest in the property was executed on July 20, 1907, and ac.
cepted by the syndicate on December 7, which was 19 days be-
fore the clear-listing order was made.

This agreement was made by Campbell, Moore, and Cunning-
ham, acting as a committee on behalf of most, if not all, of the
Cunningham claimants.

This memorandum is as follows:

A. B. Campbell, Clarence Cunningham, and M. C. Moore, acting for
themselves and certain parties associated with them, as hereinafter ex-
plained, and hereinafter called the vendors, make the following repre-
sentation and proposal to Daniel Guggenheim, of the city of New York,
hereinafter called the vendee.

The said Cunningham, Campbell, and Moore, with 30 other parties,
have acquired by purchase from the Government of the United States,
under the Federal coal-land laws, 33 tracts of coal land of 160 acres
each, aggregating 5,280 acres, situated in the Kayak recording district
of Alaska near the Bering River, about 25 miles from Katalla, and also
have acquired certain inchoate water rights on Lake Kustakaw intended
to be used in the exploitation of said properties.

The title to these lands rests in final United States receiver's certifi-
cate of entry, issued one to each of said 83 persons, and the papers in
application for patent are now before the Commissioner of the General
Land Office for his action thereon.

In order to consolidate the several interests for the purpose of deal-
ing with said properties as an entirety, it has been determined that
each of said entrymen shall convey his title to his individual traect to
the Union Trust Co. of Epokane, Wash., in trust, for the purpose
of transmitting or dealing with the title to the consolidated tract in
such manner as shall be directed by C. J. Smith, R. K. Neill, H. W.
Coliins, Frederick Burbridge, Fred H. Mason, . Campbell, and
Clarence Cunningham, or a majority of those acting as a committee of
said entrymen appoinied for that purpose,

Conveyances by scme of said entrymen to sald trust company have
been executed and delivered, and it is contemplated that all will execute
similar eonveyances within a short time.

A meeting of said entrymen was recently held at the city of Spokane,
in which 25 out of the 33 participated. At said meeting a resolution
was unanimousgly passed avuthorizing said committee or a majority of
them to enter into negotiations with parties with a view to the equip-
ment, development, and operation of the consolldated property and the
sale of its product,

Acting for themselves and as such committee representing their
associates under sald resolution, they submit to Mr. Guggenheim for
his consideration the following proposal:

1. A corporation shall be formed under the laws of some State of
the Union, under which laws meetings of directors may be held without
the Btates of incorporation, the capital stock to be unassessable, and
no individual stockholders' liability.

2. The r.'a})ltal shall be $5,000,000, divided Into 50,000 shares of the
par value of $100 each.

3. There shall be seven directors, three to be named by the vendors,
three by the vendee. The seventh director shall be designated by the
six named by the parties.

4. The title of all of sald properties, including said inchoate water
rights, shall be transferred to said corporation, in consideration for
31]110? t‘Eere shall be issued to sald vendors 25,000 shares of said capi-

stock. i

5. The other half of sald capital stock, viz, 25,000 shares, shall be
deposited In escrow with the Bank of California, Seattle, with instrue-
tions to make delivery of same to Mr. Guggenheim or his nominee
upon his payment to said depositary, to the credit of said corporation,
of the sum of $250,000, or at the rate of $10 per share. Baid $250,000
shall ben{)ald in such sums and at such times as may be called for b;
the board of directors. Said money to be considered as * working capi-
tal.”” to be expended by said corporation in the equipment, development,
and operation of sald properties. As ;{gyments are made by Mr. Gug-
genheim to said bank the bank shall authorized to deliver to him
one share of stock for each $10 so paid by him. Mr. Guggenheim
shall have the privilege of paying said entire amount of working capital
n;: aéur time, and thereupon to receive the entire 235,000 shares of said
stock.

6. Should gaid sum of £250,000 prove inadequate for the agurpose of
equipping and developing sald property, Mr. Guggenheim shall advance
or loan to the corgurat on an additional sum of mone{ not exceedin
in the aggregate $100,000, the corporation binding itself to repay suc
ears after the date of making the same,
directors of sald corporation, with inter-

advances on or before three
at the option of the board o
est at § é:er cent per annum.

7. Bald corporation shall enter into an agreement giving to sald
Guggenheim or his nominee the exclusive right to purchase for the
period of 25 years the entire “ run-of-mine " coal mined from said prop-
erty, or so much thereof as said Guggenheim or his nominee may re-
quire or demand, for the sum of $2. per ton of 2,240 pounds. The
coal is to be delivered at the mine either in bunkers to be provided by
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the corporation for that purpose or upon cars, as said Guggenheim or
his nominee may direct. BSald G helm or his nominee shall use
their best endeavors to make a market for the coal in Alaska and in
the ports and cities of the United States, to the end that as large a
quantity of coal as possible may be mined. Sald Guggenheim or his
nominee shall agree to purchase all coal which they may require for
use or sale from said corporation.

8. Payment for all coal so delivered to sald Guggenheim or his nomi-
nee shall be made monthly, upon the basis of welghts determined by
the mine superintendent, such tTa.;ﬂmmtu to be made at such place as
may be directed by the corporation.

0. The corporation shall convey to such railroad com n{ as may be
designated by said Guggenheim, and which shall con ct a railroad
from tidewater to sald mines, sufficient ground from its holding upon
which to establish and maintain its tracks, switches, depots, terminals,
stations, and other railway facilities.

10. The corporation shall further agree to sell and deliver, durin
the period of 25 years, to such rallroad company as may be designate
by sald Guggenheim and which may construct a railroad from
water to the mines, all coal which may be acquired b{ sald rallroad
company for consumption in its locomotives, shops, statlons, and other
facilities employed in the eonstruction, maintenance, and operation of
its railway, for the sum of $1.75 per ton of 2,240 pounds, deliveries to
be made at the mine in bunkers or on the cars of such rallwn{‘.

11. The said Guggenheim shall have 20 days from the date hereof in
which to determine whether or mot he will cause an examination of
said properties to be made with a view to an acceptance of this pro-
posal if such e tion proves satisfactory. He shall notify the
vendors of such determination within said time by telegram ad ed
to Clarence Cunningham at Seattle, Wash. Thereupon if he elects to
proceed with such examination he shall be allowed the period of four
months thereafter to inspect the properties and investigate the titles
thereto, If such inspection and examination prove satisfactory, he
sghall give notice of his final acceptance of this proposal by telegram
direeted to Clarence Cunningham, Seattle, Wash.

Thereupon the terms of this prggosal shall be deemed binding upon
all the parties and shall be carried into effect according to its tenor
and purport.

12.n Itpl.s understood, however, that sald vendee shall not be required
unnless all of the 33 of the owners of
said coal-land entries, or so many thereof as shall be satisfactory to
sald vendee, shall have conveyed their reﬁecuve properties to said
trust company, and said trust company shall, under the direction of
said committee, and as the holder of the title to sald ympertles. have
accepted the terms of the proposal and obligated itself to unite with
said vendors In carrying the same into effect in the event the e -
tion of said properties and titles shall prove satisfactory to the vendee
and he shall elect to finally accept the same.

Should the number of entrymen declining to convey their respective
tracts to sald trust company and participate in t proposal be so

reat as, in the judgment of sald vendee, will prevent the successful
uguration and conduct of said enterprise, then and in that event this
otiation shall be at an end, and all parties shall be relieved from all
gations arising hereunder.
Witness our hands in duplicate this 20th day of July, 1907.
A. B. CAMPBELL,
M. C. Moons,
CLARENCE CUNNINGHAM,

For themselves and as a committee representing their associates.

Signed in the presence of—
B. W. EccLEs.
CorTis H. LINDLEY.

This option was duly accepted by the Guggenheims, as appears
from the following telegram :

tide-

to proceed with said examination

n
ob

NEw York CiTY, December 7, 1907.
CrARENCE CUNNINGHAM, Esq.,
Seattle, Wash.:

1 hereby notify gou that I finally accept thchf:rcgoul made to me by
A. B. Campbell, Clarence Cunningham, and M. Moore, actlnf for
ghglal:_l]&&l?&ﬂ and associates, in the memorandum of agreement of July 20,
e

DANIEL GUGGENHEIM.

Jones in his conversations with Mr. Ballinger and in his
written reports to him in August told him that Alaska coal
was generally believed to be drifting into the hands of the
“ Guggenheim outfit,” and Schwartz says they all knew that
the Guggenheims were thought to be reaching out to secure con-
trol of the mining interests and railroad traffic in the vicinity
of Katalla, so that if he did not actually know of this condi-
tion he did know enough to lead a reasonably careful man to
further investigation before acting in so important a matter on
such flimsy and questionable evidence as the Love report.

But of all these reasons, important as they are, none is more
important than the Cunningham journal, obtained from Cun-
ningham by Glavis, and giving a succinct business history of
the development of the claims. This history opens on February
1, 1903. On page 1 of the journal he gives a memorandum of
the verbal agreements he had with the claimants, whom he
designates “ subscribers.” This memorandum shows each “ sub-
geriber ” is to own his claim individually till title can be se-
cured. When title is secured, each claimant is to deed seven-
eighths of his claim to a company to be formed and one-eighth
to Mr. Cunningham, their common agent, and each *“ sub-
scriber ” is to receive “ stock " in return. In the meantime each
claimant paid his money for development into a common fund.

This journal shows that in his account he refers to each
claim as an “interest,” clearly meaning thereby an undivided
part of the whole, and the journal entries constantly refer to
our coal lands and owr proposed railway company. He con-
stantly and uniformly uses the words “we” and “our” in
connection with the whole property; and he expended the

money contributed by all in such way that many of the 160-
acre tracts or claims had no money at all expended on them.
Then, again, some three or four of the claims had little or no
workable coal on them, but did have timber, which would be of
great value to the property as a whole, but of little or no value
to the individual > i

Would the owners of these timber claims, or the owners of
coal claims on which no improvements were made, be satisfied
to have their money expended on other people’s land if they
did not understand from the outset that the property was to
be operated as a unit, and that each one had in fact an un-
divided interest in the whole?

With such understanding it mattered not on what part of the
property the improvements were placed. Clearly the very thing
they were doing was the very thing the law was enacted to
prevent, and in thus ignoring and evading the provisions of the
law these claimants were guilty of a fraud on the law which
would and should render their claims void.

Cunningham says these plans to consolidate were made in
February, 1903, more than a year before the passage of the act
of 1904, and that after he learned of the passage of that act
there was an entire change of plan.

His journal does not support him in this statement. The law
was passed in April, 1904, and he surely heard of it and knew
the provisions of it before October of that year. But we find,
on page 22 of his journal, entries made in October, 1904, show-
ing that he was shifting and transferring the claims from ome
to another as he saw fit, and regardless of the law.

One entry reads:

Mr. Sweeney succeeded H. M. Daven pay the un
ments and hae\JrrLug his name suhatltuted?o%amp’%gt
by him returned without entering same.

Another reads:

Mr. Henry, president of National Bank of Co Seattle, takes
one interecst inpthe coal fields. - ITCoy Santhe

In January, 1905, he writes on page 23 of his journal:
BEach of the above persons subscribed for one interest.

pald assess-
baving sums paid

Mr. White gets one interest that was carried by Mr. A. B. Campbell
through Mr. Hussey—
And this—

Claim carried by Mr. Moore was really by Mr.
ferred to Mr. Riblett. Lt ENMDRS ) S
torr; page 25 of the journal for March, 1905, he makes this
entry :
Having 35 coal claims on our land we sold one clalm to each of th
above parties, thus making 83 pald subscriptions. : . ¢
On page 27, for the month of April, 1905, he writes:
$inlade drafts on each of the subscribers to our coal-lands venture for

which seems to have been credited as paid.

Every one of these journal entries shows acts which are
clearly in fraud of the law.

Other locations made later continue to show that there was
really no change in the situation on account of the enactment of
the act of 1904. Claims, or rather interests, were transferred
from one to another, showing that *“ dummies” were used when
necessary, and this was at a time nearly two years before the
claimants had paid the Government price of $10 an acre
and when, clearly, they had nothing whatever to sell or convey.

Roads and trails for the benefit of “ our coal-lands venture”
were made at the common expense; a civil and mining engi-
neer was employed to make a report on the whole 2,560 acres
as one property, which he did, giving an estimate of the amount
necessary to equip a mining plant with a capacity of 1,000 tons
a day. This survey was completed on June 25, 1905, two and
a half years before the clear listing of the claims.

In fairness to Mr. Ballinger, however, and giving him the
benefit of the doubt, we must recur to the time of the clear-list-
ing order, on December 26, 1907, and to the information which
1 ]:u;ve shown he then had ready at his hand if he chose to
use it.

Put all that in one scale, and put the Love report in the
other, remembering that Love was suspected and discredited in
Alaskan matters; remembering that Love himself- officially
stated that his report did not clear list those claims, but, on
the contrary, raised a guestion as to their regularity; and re-
membering also that on August 1—the day before he made the
report—he wrote the register and receiver at Juneau not to
issue the certificates of entry on them, as the department may
wish to investigate them by some one else than himself; remem-
bering all this, I say, can there be any doubt that the evidence
in their favor was a mere insignificant trifie compared with the
evidence and the presumptions against them? But it is said that
Schwartz agreed with Mr. Ballinger, and Schwartz testified that
he concurred in the clear-listing order. There is not a word in




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2737

the record tending to show that Schwartz thought these claims
shounld be clear listed until the storm broke, or that he ever said
80 before the investigation began. He took this position for the
first time in his testimony before the committee in 1910. But
up to the time of the clear listing, and even as late as October,
1909, he vociferously insisted the claims were frandulent. It
is most singular that, if he really did concur in the clear-listing
order, he never, in any written statement or communication, re-
ferred to such concurrence; but, on the contrary, he frequently
asserted his belief that the claims were fraudulent and would
be canceled.

On August 5, 1909, he wrote to Special Agent McEniry,
Chief of the Field Division at Denver, saying: I

I agree wiih Glavis that the claims are frandulent and should be and
will be canceled.

On August 21, 1909, he wrote to Carr, Mr. Ballinger's private
secretary, saying:

I told Judge Ballinger about three months ago that this Alaska busl-

ness was badly loaded, and the Judge told me some fellows got their
ears so close to the ground they could not hear anything.

On October 6, 1900, he wrote to Special Agent Colter, at De-
troit:

Now, Glavis knew that 1 had either signed or initialed praectically
every letter in relation to the Cunningham claims, and he knew then
and knows now that I have always been of the epinion that the Cun-
ningham eclaims were fraudulent and would canceled.

And in his statement to the President of September 1, 1909,
he says:

*# * * weallknew * * * thatthe Gugzenheims were thought
to be reaching out to secure control of fhe mining interests and railroad
traflic in the vicinity of Katalla.

And on August 21, 1909, in his letter to Carr, Mr. Ballinger's
private secretary, in referring to the Pierce opinion, which he
thought was intended to aid the progress of the Cunningham
claims, he used this quotation from Shakespeare’s King John:

It is the curse of kings to be attended by slaves ®* * * that on
the winking of authority * * * understand a law.

There can be no doubt, then, what Mr. Schwartz's real opinion
was as to the fraudulent character of these claims. And yet on
December 26, 1907, after a perfunctory examination of the
Love report, and nothing else, in the presence of ex-Gov. Moore,
who was urging them, Mr. Ballinger said, “ It looks as though
these can go along to patent all right,” and Mr. Schwartz said,
“I concur in that view.” In the face of his numerous written
statements to the contrary, it is hard to avoid doubting the
accuracy of his testimony.

Mr. MADISON rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield
to the gentleman from Kansas?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illincis. I would not like to, unless he
will guarantee that I shall get back the time I have lost.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. MADISON. I would like the gentleman to yield to me
for a moment because the gentleman and myself are on the
same committee.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Then I will yield.

Mr. MADISON. I would like to ask the gentleman if the
evidence does not disclose the fact, over the signatures of both
Schwartz and Secretary Ballinger, that at the time he made
the order listing the Cunningham elaim he had both the
Jones reports before him and must have considered them?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Not at that very moment, but
both before and after that time he had; yes, sir.

Mr. MADISON. When Gov. Moore was sitting there and
when Schwartz was present is not the evidence irresistible that
he had the Jones reports before him or was informed as to
their contents, and that those things are shown over the
signatures of those two men?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. The gentleman is right, unques-
tionably.

What caused Schwartz to change the opinion he had always
held as to their fraudulent character? Why did he concur
with Ballinger that the claims could go to patent on this lame
Love report, when such a concurrence was in violation of his
long-formed judgment?

How aptly the quotation he used against Mr. Pierce applies to
himself. Indeed, it seems to have been generally applicable in
the Land Office at that time,

It also seems to have been pretty generally known there what
the attitude of the “ king " was as to these claims and how he
wanted the law of 1908 construed.

The Pierce opinion construed the act of 1908 very favorably
to the Cunningham eclaimants; in fact, it virtually nullified the
act so far as it applied to them, and when this opinion, through
Glavis's efforts, was brought to the attention of the Attorney
General that officer overruled it. There was a claim afterwards
made that the Pierce opinion did not include these claims, but

Schwartz's quotation and the conduct of the Land Office people
show how the opinion was received and understood before any
complications arose, before there was any necessity for explain-
ing it away, and shows that they considered it favorable.

‘How aptly and how completely the witty, loyal, and loqua-
cious Chief of the Field Service describes the situation by his
brief quotation:

It js the curse of kings to be attended by slaves * * =
the winking of authority * * * understand a law.

- Let me expand this quotation a little. King John is on the
throne and young Prince Arthur, the lawful heir, is a prisoner
in the King's custedy. He is an eyesore to the King, who is
very anxious to get him out of the way, and with that end in
view appeals to one of his retainers thus:
Hubert, throw thine eyes on that young boy ;
He is a very serpent in my path, and wheresoe'er
My feet doth tread he lies before me.
Dost thou understand? Thou ert his kecper.
The retainer understands and replies:
1'll keep him so
That he shall not offend Your Majesty.

Hubert, however, is more merciful than the King’s suggestion
would imply, and instead of murdering the Prince he proceeded
to “keep” him by burning his eyes out with a red-hot iron.

In an effort to escape what seemed to him certain death,
Prinee Arthur is killed by jumping from the castle wall, and
his body being discovered by his friends, they charged the King
with the erime.

His Majesty was of course under the impression that the
Prince had been murdered by Hubert, as indeed he expected he
would be.

Then it was that when confronted with the charge of murder
he exclaimed: . |

It is the curse of kings to be surrounded by slaves * * #
at the winking of authority * * * understand a law.

Why did Schwartz use this language, with the purport of
which he is quite familiar? He used it no doubt because it so
aptly described the situation, becaunse it conveyed the thought
in his mind more fully and more forcibly than a whole essay
could have done.

And what is the application of it? Who are the characters in
the drama as Schwartz saw it acted in the General Land Office?

Secretary Ballinger, as a matter of' course, must be given
the character of the King. Mr. Frank Pierce is the King's
retainer, Hubert; the act of Congress of May, 1908, takes the
place of the young Prince, as the vietim.

Schwartz was probably as familiar with the whole situation
as anyone living. He doubtless knew how the King felt toward
young Arthur, or, in other words, how the Secretary felt to-
ward the new law and how he wanted it construed. He prob-
ably knew what the Secretary said to Pierce which constituted
“the winking of authority.” He knew every circumstance and
detail of the matter, and in this letter to Carr he condenses the

that on

that

| whole sitnation into the well-known and well-chosen quotation
| referred to.

Had Schwartz taken the trouble to expand his thought and
apply it to the situation before him it might have run after this
fashion :

Franklin, throw thine eyes on far Alaska;

Its mines are rich beyond desire, and
My friends do hunger greatly for the il

A vision of black diamonds ever lies before them,

Dost thou understand? Thou hold’st the key.

Franklin does understand, and on this * winking of author-
ity ¥ he uses the key, and with a brief and very brash opinion,
he unlocks the door and marks the act of May, 1908, for im-
molation.

More fortunate than Prince Arthur, its bruised and lacerated
body is recovered by Glavis, who, with the aid of friends, sue-
ceeds in restoring it to life and in frustrating the purpose of its
assailants.

The majority of the committee commend Schwartz, but they
condemn Glavis as being suspicious of his superiors without
reason. I submit, that in view of the facts I have recited,
Schwartz's conduct is not deserving of commendation and that
Glavis's conduet is highly commendable.

And here just a word about the young man Glavis. He is
truly a young man—when this story opens—only 24 years old.
He had no ax to grind, no enemies to punish, no friends to
reward. He had instroctions to guide him in his work. He
believed they were given seriously. He is by nature serious
and matter of fact. He is not endowed with much imagination,
but he has an abundance of courage, intelligence, and sterling
honesty. His horizon is bounded by facts; and truth is a faect
He was convinced these claims were in fraud of the Ilaw,
and hence a fraund upon the people.
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A whole corps of his superior officers tried to shake his pur-
pose, but in vain. Losing faith in the good intentions of the
Commissioner of the General Land Office he appealed to his
friend Schwartz and to the secretary. He believed the com-
missioner to be unfaithful, and in his firm faith in truth and
right and justice he thought an unfaithful public servant must
go and that truth and right must prevail. But there again he
was deceived. His friend Schwartz clung to his superior, and
so, chief, commissioner, and secretary all stand arrayed against
him. What shall he do? He knows the value—the enormous
value—of the property which is about to be fraudulently taken
{rom the people. He wants to prevent it, but he finds the whole
department with which he is connected dominated by the same
feeling—the same spirit—and finally he turns to the Forestry
Bureau for gssistance. His appeal is entertained, his prayer is
heard. Among the men who serve in the Forestry Bureau he
thinks he finds a different standard of public morality prevail-
“ing. He finds them as faithful as the others seem faithless; the
one on the alert to serve the people, the other to serve the
syndicate; he finds the difference between active, aggressive,
militant, public honesty, and that pretense of patriotism which
appeals to the weaknesses and prejudices of the people while
it exploits them; in short, the difference between Gifford Pin-
chot and Richard Ballinger.

There are many ways of manifesting courage. The world
has celebrated in song and story the courage of men who in
the clamor of war and the excitement of battle have marched
face to face with death, and I would not pluck a single laurel
from their brows, but I tell you there is a kind of courage
higher even than that, the kind that stands alone, unaided, for
months and even years, facing great odds, facing great loss,
facing the loss of friends, the loss of place and of prestige, and
yet stands ever solidly for duty and for that which is right,
‘simply because it is right. That is the greatest courage, and
that is the kind of courage shown by this young man Glavis.

Mr. Ballinger in his statement to the President of September
4, 1909, and in his testimony before the committee took the po-
sition that after he became Secretary of the Interior he re-
nounced all connection with the Cunningham claims, retaining
only the right to insist on expedition. The reason he gave
for this was that he acted as legal adviser for the claiihants in
1908, when he was ont of office, and therefore could not con-
sistently pass upon them for the Government when he became
the head of the department having jurisdiction of them. He
says he turned them over to Mr. Frank Pierce, his assistant,
who was to have control of them. Whether Mr. Ballinger, in
fact, turned these cases over to Plerce is discussed at some
length on pages 39 to 42 of our report, and the conclusion is
there reached that Mr. Pierce was only nominally in charge,
and that Mr. Ballinger really continued in control; that his
subordinates knew his attitude in-the premises, and that he was,
in fact, the gniding spirit in their management, merely putting
Pierce in front as a figurehead.

But you ask, Why should he do that? Why should he not
avow his connection with them, if, in fact, he had such con-
nection? Why should he hide behind Pierce in the matter?
I will try to make the reason clear.

In his statement to the President he says:

About the middle of May ex-Gov. Miles C. Moore, of Walla Walla,
Wash., called on me about the Cunningham ecases. I at once sent for
Mr. Pierce and told Mr. Mocre In the presence of Mr. Pierce that inas-
much as I had been called into consultation about the cases I could
have nothing to do with them, and that he must take up all matters
relating to Alaska with Mr. Pierce.

This seems very fair and very proper, since Mr. Ballinger was
unfortunate enough to have acted as attorney or adviser for
persons who had claims pending before him while he was
commissioner and which would come before him again as Sec-
retary of the Interior.

But another and a weightier reason will appear from the
“personal and confidential” correspondence which Mr. Bal-
linger was then carrying on with big interests desirous of
exploiting Alaska.

I propose to follow this “personal and confidential” cor-
respondence and to place it side by side with his concurrent
publie and official acts and correspondence, and then leave it to
ihe House to judge for itself whether he had not another and
a stronger reason than the one he gave for keeping in the back-
ground in this matter and for making a buffer out of Mr. Pierce.
I shall begin with a letter written by Mr. Ballinger on May 11
to Mr. R. H. Thomson, of Seattle, the man he had picked to
place in charge of water-power sites and other valuable prop-
erty as Mr. Newell's successor at the head of the Reclamation
Service,

It will not escape your attention as I proceed that the “ pri-
vate and confidential ™ letters about the exploitation of Alaska

precede by so short a period his public protestations that he is
taking no part in the Cunningham claims, that he could not
possibly overlook or be unaware of the double part he was
playing, and to suggest the thought that so far as separating
himself from the Cunningham claims is concerned, he doth
protest too much.

His public and official correspondence and conduct placed
side by side with his contemporary acts and his private and
confidential correspondence, date for date, and fact for fact,
speaks far more foreibly and in a more accusing voice than could
any words of mine. Itopens with a * personal and confidential ”
letter to the general manager of the house of J. Piéerpont Mor-
gan & Co., one of the two great interests which comprise the

Alaska syndicate. I read:
[Personal and confidential.]
May 11, 1909.

My Dear Mg. THOMSON: Last
Sunday 1 was the guest of Mr.
Georpf)e W. Perkins at Yonkers.
Mr. Perkins is the head of the
house of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co.,
as yvou perhaps know. He told me
that he had arranged for a special
boat to take himself and party, in-
cluding his family, to Alaska for
the investigation of the feasibilit
of exploiting Alaska in railroa
construction and in other lines in
which he is deeply Interested. He
will sall from Seattle about the
middle of July.

He is desirous of having an engi-
neer accompany him who is not
allied to any Alaskan interests or
to any railroad interests or other
private connection which would in
any way influence his judgment,
and he has been insistent on my
recommending some one familiar
with the western country to take
this voyage with him and to ad-
vise him. Naturally, I could think
of no one so well equipped as you
to fill this office, and as the con-
nection is one of importance and
the trip would be one of great
pleasure and profit, it has oc-
curred to me that you would en-
joy this form of vacation. On re-
ceipt of this letter please wire me
whether it will be worth while for
Mr. Perkins to consider it possible
for you to nccomf:any him.

I hope you will not understand
by the suggestion above that I
have in any sense abandoned the
hope of securing your services in
the matter about which we con-
ferred in Seattle. 1 anticipate
that not later than September I
will be able to formally present
the matter to you.

Sincerely, yours,
R. A. BALLINGER.
Mr. R. H. THOMSON,
City Engineer,
Seattle, Wash.

To this letter Mr. Thomson
wired a reply, and wrote as fol-
lows:

Orrice oF City ENGINEER,

Seattle, Wash., May 20, 1909.

My Dear Mg. BALLINGER : I have
jonst wired : * Can arrange northern
trip, but it may interfere Spo!
congress. R. H. Thomson.”

Upon receipt of your letter I, of
course, went to the mayor with ref-
erence to a possible absence.
said to him that you had asked me
to make “ a trip for unknown pur-
poses with unknown parties to an
unknown part of Alaska, beginning
about the middle of July.”

Much to my surprise, this
worked on his honor's curiosity in
a most wonderful way, and for
two days he has tried to see if he
conld not lead out on somethln§
that would reveal the purpose.
know nothing more than I first
8

tated.

He sald to me late this after-
noon that he had made up his
mind youn wanted me to ecatch
some bunch of thieves, and he
would like to know who they
were, 8o as to help me catch them.

“ Now, Thomson,” said he, “ you
wire the judge you can go, but
that if you do it may make it im-
possible for you to attend the Ir-
rigation Congress at Spokane, and
yon show me his answer."”

Under these conditions, judge,
please write me a blind letter
which I can

show him, so as to

On May 16, 1909, five days after
Ballinger thus wrote Thomson,
Glavis reached Washington to con-
sult with the office as to the
meaning of the act of May, 1908.

On May 17, Glavis had an inter-
view with Ballinger, in which the
Secretary seemed to think the law
favorable to the claimants. Glavis
ur, that the question be sub-
mitted to the Attorney General.
Ballinger consented and directed
Glavis and Schwartz to prepare a
statement for submission to Mr.
Wickersham, which they did. But
that same day this statement
found its way to Pierce’s office in-
stead of the Attorney General's,

On May 19 Plerce issued an
oEf.n!on construing the act favor-
able to the Cunningham clalmants.
Glavis was ordered to make a re-
port at once in conformity with
that opinion, and some days later
he did so.

On May 22, 1909, ex-Gov. Moore
wrote a letter from the New Wil-
lard Hotel, Washington, D. C., to
Mr. Ballinger, saying Pierce had
proved a disappointment, and,
among other things, expressing
the feeling of disappointment he
and Mr. Ballinger's other friends
felt, and saylng a reconsideration
of the matter would be appre-
eiated, to which Mr. Ballinger re-
plied, as follows :

May 24, 1900,

Hon. Mires C. Moore,
Walla Walla, Wash.

My Dear Sir: I.am in receipt of
your letter of May 22, 1909, ex-
pressing your disappointment at
oplnion of First Assistant Secre-
tary Plerce with reference to what
are known as the Cunningham coal
entries in Alaska, and stating that
it seems to you that a technicality
has been allowed to govern rather
than a liberal construction of law.

In reply, I have to advise you
that I can not undertake to issue
any order or make any ruling in
the matter as requested, because of
the embarrassment which would
result from the fact that I was,
while not holding an official posi-
tion, called upon to advise in the
matter., The case has, however,
been carefully looked into, and i
wish to say that, in view of all
the facts now disclosed, I would,
if I were ruling upon the matter,
hold that the principle announ
in the opinion of Jmélgo Hanford,
in the case of Unit States v.
Portland Coal & Coke Co. et al.,
October 5, 1908, is directly ap-
l}licable to these cases, and that
f the allegations made be proven,
patents can not issue under the
%ooiisluns of the act of April 28,

As you have been advised, the
department is disposed to give the
coal-land act of May 28, 1908, as
liberal a construction as is con-
sistent, and, if you and your as-
sociates desire to take advantage
of that act, you should proceed in
accordance with same and with cir-
cular of instructions of July 11,
1908. In this connection, atten-
tion is directed to the paragraph
of instructions entitled * Pending
entries.”

Very respectfully,
R. A. BALLINGER,
Becretary.
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satisfy his request, if not his
curiosity. 1 must confess to a
considerable disappointment at the
curiosity manifested.

If T go, I will only say that I
have chosen to take my summer
rest by visiting Alaska;
statement will be satisfactory to
the mayor.

1 t to go east of the moun-
tains E a day or two with Mr.
Parry and with Judge Hanford to
visit their irrigation works, I will
also stop for a day at North
Yakim‘. S

‘ery truly, yours,
ﬁ. {l THoMSON.

On receipt of Mr. Thomson’s
wire and before Thomson's letter
of the 20th reached him, Mr. Bal-
linger wrote him as follows:

[Personal and confidential.]
May 22, 1909.

My Dear Mg. THoMSON : I have
your telegram of the 20th in an-
swer to my letter respecting your
accompanying a party on an
Alaskan trip. I am not In position
at this time to give yon any fur-
ther information respecting thi
trip, and I am not sure that 1
will be in position to make any
recommendation to Mr. I’erkins In
this particular further than what
has already been said verbally.

There is a question in my mind
whether it would be advisable for
Eou to make this trip in view of m
esire to have you meet the Presi-
dent in case he goes to BSeattle
and Alaska. In speaking with him
to-day it has been agreed that no
chnnge would be made in the head
of the Reclamation Service until
he had had an opportunity to
meet you.

With best regards, I remain,

Yours, very cercly,
R. A. BALLIXGER.
Mr. R. H. THOMSON,
City Engineer, Seattle, Wash.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
May 26, 1909,
To R. H. THOMSOX,
Seattle, Wash.:
wire 20th, Alaskan

BALLINGER.
replied to this wire as

May 28, 1909,
Hon. R. A. BALLINGER,
Becretary of Interior,
ashington, D. C.

My DEar Mz, BALLINGER: I am
ust in receipt of your wire of this
n¥. advising me as to the can-

cellation of the Alaska trip, and I
have shown the same to Mayor
Miller. He is very greatly pleased,
because he thinks I can be of more
service to the country attending the
aﬁolmne congress tham in chasing

eveu‘;n A{;sulfn.

ery , yours,

:R. H. THOMSON.

trip cancel

follows :

Following his wire of the 26th,
‘)ﬁr. Ballinger wrote on same

¥:

[Personal and confidential.]l
SECRETARY'S OFFICE,

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,

Washington, D. C., May 28, 1909,

My DEar Mgr, THOMSON: Yours
hand. TUpon Iits

trip mﬁeﬂ."

I sent you this
wire 4

artly so that you could show
it to or Miller If you desired,
and for the further reason that I
believe that under all the eireum-
stances |

t was

toldo. havl t deal if-

am having a grea al of dif-
ficulty in bringing the Reclamation
Bervice Into proper accord with the
law, as various matters had been
undertaken in di ard of the
statute. 1 refer cularly to the
contracts en into for coop-
erative work in relation to water
users’' associations, whereby coo
erative certificates have been fs-
sued for work, labor, and mate-
rials, ete. The Attorney General

proper thing.

On May 23, Glavis laid all the
facts before Mr, H W. Hoyt,
attorney general for rto Rico,
who denounced the Plerce opinion,

On May 24, Mr. Hoyt presented
the matter to Attorney General
Wickersham, who agreed with him
as to the law, and arranged
through Hoyt to meet Glavis early
next morning. On that day Gov.
Moore wrote the Secretary a let-
ter saying he was going to take
the matter up with the President
through Senator JoXES. iz let-
ter reached the Secretary about
May 27, and on that date he sent
the following reply :

SECRETARY'S OFFICE,

DEPARTMENT OF
THE INTERIOR,

Washington, D. 0., May 27, 1909,

My Dean Sig: R?lﬁng to your
letter of May 24, addressed to me
from Chicaﬁo, in which you eriti-
cise the action of Asst. Secretary
Pierce and Chief of Field Division
Glavis in conmection with the Cun-
ningham coal entries, I can only
reiterate what 1 have heretofore
stated to you, that I am not in a
aositlon to dictate to the officers

w!mg:' these ml“tlmi ha:ie beeté
assigne: cularly in view o
the fact tﬁu I feel some embar-
rassment en th:egwund of having
heretofore advi your people be-
fore I became Secretary of the In-
terior. 1 believe your criticisms
are unwarranted, but have myself
taken this matter up with the
President and the Attorney Gen-
eral, so that the action of this de-
partment will ‘n-obably be re-
viewed by the latter, in which
ﬂsendt. you will be promptly ad-

x Vi trul
RN

Mr. Mizes C. Moo
Walle Walla, Wash.

., yours,
LLINGER,
Beeretary.

On May 25, as a on, Glavis
called on the Atmy f}eneml,
who said he would talk the matter
oC:er with Mr. Ballin at the

binet mwﬂag to which he was

L 3 nd th
ger, & e same
day Dallinger talked with the
Presiden!. as stated in his letter
of May 27 to Gov. Moore.

On May 28, the day after his
talk with the President and the
Attorney General, Ball di-
rected Plerce to submit the mat-
ter to Attorney General in

And on May 27 Ballinger sent
for Glavis, and told htt]ige not to
make his report on the Cunning-
ham claims, as he had been dﬁ
rected to do, that he was having
the question submitted to the At-
R SLpar Sl NI el
was already al-
linger told him to withdraw it,

has just declared, pursuant to m
request, that these contracts an
certificates are tota void. He
has decided, In effect, that the only
source of moneys or means for car-
rying on reclamation work is the
reclamation fund itself. As seon
as I can get copies of this opinion
I will forward one to you.

400,
Very truly, yours,
TR A Bactavcn.
Mr. R. H. THOMSON,
City Enginecr,
Seattle, Wash.

Apparently Mr. Ball re-
celv& some word from AMr. Perkins
which is not in evidence, for four
days later he again wrote Thom-
son as follows:

[Personal and confidential.]
Juxm 2, 1909.

My DEsR Mz, THOMSON: Your
letter of the 26th ultimo just at
hand. Mr. Perkins is yvery anxious
that you should be
recommend some one
pany him on his voyaﬁe to Alaska,
starting shortly after July 4, for a
period of about six weeks.

The purpose of his trip, In the
strictest confidence, is the investi-

tion of feasible raflway consiruc-

jon in , with mineral re-
sources and possibilities tributary
to any line or lines of road that
might be considered feasible, n.nde
in short, desires a man of tha
experience in ring and in
g who w be a
conservative adviser along
lines. While I know a number of
persons on the coast whe might
possibly fill the bill, I hesitate to
them whom 1

know that your acquaintance with
men of engineering and mining ex-
perience ought to enable you to
g}:ﬁgﬁst a man who would fill the

When the subject was first men-
tioned to me, as I have heretofore
written you, Jou were the onl
person I could think of whom
could recommend, and in further
discussing the matter with Per-
kins after learning the inadvisa-
bility of your going, he was quite
insistent that you should assist
him in getting a man. He will
robably be in Seattle about July
, and will call updn you. In the
meantime you will please write
Mr. George . Perkins confil-
dentially, at his address in New
York, care J. Pierpont Mor, &
Co., and you can state that you
have written him at my request.

Any further Information you
want from him he will give you
without hesitation. I have as-

sured him that he could place im-
plicit confidence in any statements
you would be willlng to %

I am hoping to be able to leave
Washington June 25, and unless it
is necessa to change my plans
will be in Seattle in the neighbor-
hood of Julf 10.

I am sending you, under separate
cover, also in confidence, a copy of
the opinion of Attorney General
‘Wickersham, recently rendered at
my request, in connection with the
reclamation work, which fully sus-
tains the position I had theretofore

taken.

With best regards, I remain,
Yours, very sincerely,
(Bigned) BALLINGER.

Mr. R. H. THOMSON,

City Engineer, Seattle, Wash.

He then wrote Mr. Perkins this
letter to keep him informed :
[Personal and confidential.]
Juxe 5, 1909.
My DEAr Mr. PEREINS: I have
written Mr. R. H. Thomson, city
engineer of Seattle, to advise you
ris&mcting a suitable person, quall-
fled as an englneer and as a min-
eralogist, such as we dlscussed
when I saw you last, to accompany
ou to Alaska. I have asked him
0 write you direct, and advised

M. C. Moore & Soxs (IxcC.),
LoAxs AND INVESTMENTS,
Walla Walla, Wash., June 4§, 1909.
Hon. R. A. Bau.mnznj_
Secrctary of the Interior,
Washington, D. 0.
8ir: This acknowled?n yours of
the 27th ultimo, in which you say
you have t.’ilm taken the matter
up with the President. Just why
you did not want SBenater Jones to
&ee the President and submit our
statement is not quite clear, but I
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him that, for certaln reasons, I
would prefer that he would not go
to Alaska, as I wish to take up
with him certain business matters
this summer.

I expect to leave for the West
about the 24th of this month, ar-
riving in Seattle on or before the
10th of July. If you do not sall
for Alaska prior that date, I
will hope to be able to see you.
Bhould you be In Washington, I
trust y%ru wltll fall upon me.

ery truly, yours,
B.'r X BALLINGER.
Mr. Georce W. PERKINS,

Care Messrs, J. P. Morgan
& Co., Wall Street, New
York, N. ¥.

To this Mr. Perkins replied:

23 WALL STREET,
New York, June 7, 1909,

My DEar JupGE BarniNger: I
have your letter of the Gth. I ex-
Ezct to reach Seattle on the 2d or

of July and be there for three
or four ags. sailing for Alaska
the 6th or S8th of July. I hope I
may have the pleasure of seeing
you out there, .

1 am very much obl!%ed for your

letter to Mr. R. H. Thomson. I
resume I will hear from him in
ue course,
Slncere!é, yours,
EO. W. PERKINS.
Hon. R. A, BALLINGER,
Washington, D. C.

Will be back about August 12,
1909.

The next letter s from Thom-

son to Ballinger:
Ju~e 14, 1909,
Hon.sR. x%. B.uamlxern
ecretary of In r,
lgaa;ungton, b. 0.

My Drar MR. BALLINGER: I am
In receipt of your two letters, one

June the 2d, relating to the
matter of Mr. Perkins, and one of
iruna the 3d, containing the opin-
on.

I am writing Mr. Perkins to say
that I will have a man ready for
him upon his arrival. I am not
perfectly clear as yet whom I
will send, but I have some-
body ready for him.

Ewrﬁmlng here 18 moving fairly
well.“ o complaint to make along

ne.
Fith best re;iv;ards, I am,

Very tru ﬁ yours,

. 'H. THOMSON.

Ballinger replied on 1ts recelpt:
[FPersonal.]
Ju~E 19, 1909.

My DEAr Mer. THOMSON : Permit
me to acknowledge your letter of
the 14th instant and to thank
you for the information contained
therein.

Very truly, yours,
R. A. BALLINGER.
Mr. R. H. THOMSON,
City Engineer, Beattle, Wash.

The following letter from Mr.
Ballinger to Mr. Perkins is a re-
ply to a letter which was mislaid
or lost and hence could not be pro-
duced in evidence:

Juxe 20, 1909,

My Deir Mr. PeEeINS: Your
letter of the 19th inviting my son
Edward to accompany you on your
trip to Alaska is received. I wish
to thank Mrs. Perkins and yourself
for the invitation, but I fear it 1s
not best for him to spend his time
during his summer vacation on a
voyage of this nature, as I have
planned that he will have to do some
studying to keeg up with his col-
lege work. I have advised him,
however, of your invitation and
asked him to see you at BSeattle
on your arrival. Were it not for the
necessity of his making up some
delinquencies in his school work I
would be greatly pleased to have
him accompany you. He was, un-
fortunately, not as well qualified
to enter college as he should have
been. My son will be in Beattle
on the 224 of this month, havin
left college on the 17th. I wi
not arrive in Seattle before the
10th of July, but hope your sailing

will try to belleve you thought our
interests would be best subserved
by gresentlnf the matter yourself,

It was only after you had said
you could not undertake to issue
order or make any rullng In the
matter by reason of gour having
been at one time legal adviser for the
entrymen that it occurred to me the
matter should be brought to the
President’'s attention. If he rules
:ﬁainst us or refuses relief, we

11, of course, be ohll%ed to acce}:t
his ruling as final, but we will
never be convinced tf:at it was fair,

It is hardly worth while to dis-
cuss the matter further, but I feel
com‘pellad to say that when the
coal-land law was extended to
Alaska the Government invited its
citizens to avail themselves of Its
Pr!viiege. These entrymen spent
arge sums of money and many
years of time in a careful effort to
comply with the law, and I think
you know no fraud was intended
or any law violated. Some claim-
ants aver that they never talked
of a consolidation or heard it dis-
cussed, or never heard that Cun-
ningham expected an eighth or
any interest other than own
claim.

Commissioner Dennett, in a let-
ter to the writer, dated April 20,
says disclosures in a detailed re-
port from field, received within the
current month preclude action on
the entrles at present time. It
would appear that the coal claim-
ants should know what they are
charged with and have an OEFM'
tuni to explain. It is further
submitted that opportunity should
be afforded to prepare and present
a statement of our itlon In this
matter of long-delayed patents.
This request you are respectiuliy
asked to approve. F

Very truly,
3 l{lhlﬂ C. MoORE.

will not be before I arrive home,
as it will give me gﬂmt pleasure to
see you and Mrs. Perkins.

Mr. Thomson has advised me
that he has written you respecting
an expert, and I hope he will be
able to find a proper person for

you.
Please give my best regards to
Mrs. Perkins, and believe me,
Yours, very sincerely,
(Signed) R. A. BALLINGER.
Mr. Gro. W. PERKINS,
23 Wall 8t., New York City.

AMr, Ballinger did not get to
Seattle in time to meet Mr. Per-
kins Dbefore his departure for
Alaska, but in order to render
communication easy, Mr, Lindsay,
agent of a J. P. Morgan & Co.
interest, wrote him as follows:

[New York Life Insurance Co.,
346 and 348 Broadway, New
York. Darwin P. Kingsley, pres-
ident. Seattle branch office,
Beattle National Bank Building,
corner Second Avenue and Co-
lumbia Street. Telephones: Sun-
set, main 843 ; Independent, 402.
L. Seton Lmdsg. agenc{ di-
rector ; Herman Dietz, cashier.)
SEATTLE, WaAsH., July 15, 1909.

Hon. R. A. BALLINGER,

Land Office, Federal Bldg.
e Seattle, Wash.

DeAr Mgr. BALLINGER : I omlitted
to mention yesterday when I saw
yon that should yon at any time
wish to send a telegram to Mr.
George W. Perkins, that you could
reach him over the wireless, or, if
you prefer, send the message to
my office and I will see that it
goels to bim,

1 will let you know the date of
Mr. Perkins's arrival here as soon =
as 1 know anything definite my-
self. 1 expect to see him here
about August 12,

Yours, very trul

ETON {:I NDSAY.

The column on the left shows the * personal and confidential ”
letters; the one on the right shows some of the events happening
concurrently.

Well knowing of his secret connivance with the syndicate's
general manager, how necessary it was that Mr. Ballinger
should to all outward appearance have no connection with
Alaska or the Cunningham claims!

The President, in his letter of September 13, 1909, exonerat-
ing Secretary Ballinger and authorizing the discharge of
Glavis, says:

The record overwhelmingly establishes that expressly becanse of your
previous relation as counsel to one of the claimants, from the time yon
entered upon your duties of the office of Secretary of the Interior until
the present day, you have studiously declined to have any connection
whatever with the Cunningham claims * * *,

And again:

Moreover, In May last you came to me and made a similar statement
to me of your course and Intention in respect to those clalms.

If the President had known of this * personal and con-
fidential ” correspondence in aid of the exploitation of Alaska,
a correspondence which was being carried on at the very time
Mr. Ballinger was assuring him that he intended to have noth-
ing whatever to do with the Cunningham claims, would he have
written as he did?

It was on the 24th of May that Glavis saw Hoyt, and Hoyt
arranged for an interview between Glavis and Attorney Gen-
eral Wickersham for the morning of the 25th, at which inter-
view Glavis told of the Pierce opinion and of the scandal that
was likely to follow if it was allowed to stand. Later that day,
at the Cabinet meeting, the Attorney General told Mr. Ballinger
of his conference with Glavis, and then it was that Ballinger
mentioned it to the President.

Now, mark how things were going on. Mr. Ballinger had
written Thompson two weeks before, on May 11; and on May
20 Thompson wrote a reply, saying he could go to Alaska with
Mr. George W. Perkins as expert adviser on the exploitation
tour. Allowing this letter five days to reach Washington, Mr.
Ballinger would have received it the very day he was giving
the President the assurance that he was taking no personal part
in Alaska coal claims. It would require the pen of a Robert
Louis Stevenson to properly portray the true nature of such
conduct.

If the President knew that while Mr. Ballinger was assuring
him of his intention to avoid any connection whatever with these
claims he was carrying on a secret correspondence with the
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manager of a great syndicate which then had a good grip on
wany of the most valuable interests in Alaska and was reach-
ing out, with the “personal and confidential” aid of Mr.
Ballinger, to get more, what would he have thought and what
would he have =aid?

Is it not a most humiliating situation, that a Cabinet officer,
one of the President’s official family, the trustee of public
property of untold value, should be caught red-handed in the
work of secretly aiding selfish and powerful interests in the
work of exploiting the very property he held in trust? And then
to think that in spite of this exposure, and in disregard of
outraged public conscience, he is still permitted to hold his po-
sition and continue to administer a trust he secretly endeavored
to betray! [Applause on the Democratic side.]

In our report we have shown—I think I might say demon-
strated—that while Mr. Ballinger was out of office in 1908, he
accepted money from the Cunningham eclaimants for profes-
sional services rendered them in connection with those claims,
and that such conduct was, to say the least, in violation of the
ethics of the legal profession, and was reprehensible; that in his
dealings with the President his conduct and his communications
were intended to decelve, and had the effect of deceiving, the
President; that his action in sustaining Mr. Perkins, of the Chi-
cago office of the Reclamation Service, and virtoally making
him independent of his superior officers, although guilty of
flagrant violations of duty, was inexcusable; and we also dis-
cussed at some length the Ballinger-Perkins-Thomson confiden-
tial correspondence, and we drew conclusions therefrom. These
were among the very material things before the committee for
its consideration, and yet the majority report has not a word
to say on any of these matters.

Why this silence? Why did they ignore such charges and the
reasons given in support of them? Our report was filed on Sep-
tember 9, theirs on December 7. They had three months in
which to study ours, and answer or explain it. They found
there, supported by our reasons, a specific charge that Mr. Bal-
linger improperly received a fee of $250 from the Cunningham
people, and they ignored it; they found a specific charge, and a
discussion of the evidence supporting it, that Mr. Ballinger did
not keep his hands off the Alaska coal matters and leave them
to Pierce, as he told the President and the people he was doing;
that while Pierce was in the foreground, Ballinger was in the
background; that although the hand was the hand of Esau,
the voice was the voice of Jacob [applause on the Democratic
side]; and they ignore the charge., They found a specific
charge, with a discussion of the evidence supporting it, that
Mr. Ballinger condoned highly improper official conduct on
the part of Mr. Perkins, of the Chicago office, and they
ignored it; they found a specific charge, based on the evidence,
that Mr. Ballinger was uncandid and guilty of duplicity in his
dealings with the President, and that he intentionally deceived
him in official matters, and they ignored it; they found a dis-
cussion of the evidence as to his conduct in carrying on a * per-
sonal and confidential” correspondence with a representative
of the Alaska syndicate, with a view to aiding the syndicate
to exploit the property he held in trust, and they ignored that,
too.

Mr. Chairman, under these circumstances, to ignore these
charges is to admit that the evidence sustains them.

And, besides, the treatment of some of the evidence which is
discussed in the majority report is not, in every instance, con-
spicuously fair. For instance:

On page 15 of their report Mr. Ballinger’'s testimony is quoted,
from page 3575 of the hearings, as follows:

I did not represent a of them professionally or otherwise. They
never had been clients of mine from a legal stnndlpotnt. I never had
ghrofess[onal business or legal business with a single one of these men

at are enumerated as Cunningham entrymen.

I think it is safe to say that when a specific part of the evi-
dence is thus quoted by the committee on a disputed point, and
no reference is made to any other evidence on that point, those
who quote it must be understood to mean that the quotation
gives the substance and weight of all the evidence on that point;
and any reader of their report would fairly conclude that the
quotation did give the weight of all the evidence. Now, does
the quotation fairly do so? I say it does not; on the contrary,
the weight of the evidence is clearly the opposite of the state-
ment quoted.

In his statement to the President; in Senate Document No. 248,
page 71; in his various letters to ex-Gov. Moore on that sub-
ject; in his telegrams and letters to Schwartz, Dennett, and
Pierce; and in other ways Mr. Ballinger has stated that he
didn’'t want to have anything to do with the Cunningham
claims as Secrefary of the Interior, because he had advised the
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claimants professionally when not in office, In 1908. He admits
that he received $250 from Clarence Cunningham in connection
with his services, and that that sum would be a fair fee for
the service rendered; and in the letter exonerating him, the
President says [italies ours] :

The record overwhelmingly establishes that expressly because of your
previous relation as counsel to one of the claimants * * * you
studiously declined to have any connection whatever with the Cunning-
ham claims. A

Thus it appears that the impression made by the quotation
is not correct, and to put it mildly, shows a great want of

familiarity with the testimony.

On page 13 of the majority report, and again at page —, it

is argued that a “ mere hope” to consolidate after entry was
not a violation of the law.

This is trifling with common sense. It is not a. question of a
mere unexpressed hope.

How did Cunningham know what had always been the hope
of the parties, if that hope did not find expression in words?

Cunningham knew what the law was, and, by every rule, his
statement must be construed against his interest. His language
clearly implies an expectation or an intention rather than a
“ mere hope.” I have read that “ Hope springs eternal in the
human breast,” but I never read, even in poetry, of the same
hope springing into the breasts of 25 or 30 widely separated
men at the same time, involving the same subject matter, and
that one of them knew what this hope was and when it took
possession of the others.

And they were not poets or dreamers or visionaries, either.
They were hard-headed business men seeking for big profits.
Among them is one ex-governor of a great State, then a bank
president; two are presidents of important corporations; five
are prominent officers in banking institutions; one is an ex-
president of the Federal Mining & Smelting Co.; and many of
the others occupy prominent positions in mining, manufacturing,
life insurance, and other large business interests, and each and
all of them knowing well when he took his claim or subscribed
for his “interest” that it would be impracticable to develop
and operate one claim, or even four claims, under the circum-
stances.

When one familiar with the evidence reads in the majority
report that what the evidence shows amounted only to a
“ mere hope,” one can hardly avoid the thought that some per-
son not of the committee aided in preparing their report.

Who could believe that ex-Gov. Moore or A. B. Campbell
would put his money into common improvements at the outset
and wait for his profits till Nelson's claim and Sweeney's and
the others were worked out and his claim was reached? Is it
not clear that from the very beginning they expected the profits
to be divided as dividends?

They also say, on page 15, that there was no protest against
the clear listing at the time it was made, on December 26,
1907. It is true there was no one then present protesting, for
no one likely to protest knew the matter was about to come up
for consideration. Only a day or two before that Glavis
left the Land Office for the West to investigate this very mat-
ter and in the belief that time would be given in which to make
the investigation.

Who supposes he would not have protested then had he known
what was about to be done, as he did protest when he learned
of it four weeks later? But are not the Jones reports, the
Cunningham plat, and the other documentary evidence which I
have referred to (then as easy of access as the Love report),
a sufficient protest, if one were desired?

They say, on page 17, in an attempt to explain the great
haste made in the preparation of patents for these claims, that
patents usually issue in from 30 to 90 days after the papers
reach the patenting division. But the weight of the testimony,
including a statement by Senator NerLsow, the chairman of the
committee, was that from three months to three years was the
usual time.

On page 23 they argue that the “ hope” the Cunningham peo-
ple entertained was for the “ joint working ” and not the “ joint
ownership ” of the claims. This argument implies that in the
judgment of the majority the “joint working” of the claims
would be allowable under the law.

If that position be sound, the law is indeed a most remarkable
misfit—nay, an abortion. It was intended to prevent monopoly
in Alaska coal, but if it permits the * joint working” of coal
claims and allows the claimants to arrange from the outset for
the joint working of claims, how does it tend to prevent mo-
nopoly in the coal business?

The land the coal is in has no known value apart from the
coal, but according to the argument of the majority the law
denounces only *‘joint ownership;” hence the claimants can
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agree as much as they please for “ joint operation® of the
mines, but not for the joint ownership of the land. Congress
intended to make a law against a monopoly in coal, but they
tell us it succeeded only in making a law against monopoly in
land, which is of no value except for the coal. Congress meant
to give the people bread, but according to the majority it suc-
ceeded only in giving them a stone. To what straits the gen-
tlemen must have been reduced for reasons when they put that
one in print.

On page 24 of their report, the majority concede that Secre-
tary Ballinger favored the Cale bill in 1908 before he left the
office of commissioner, but that he is not justly subject to attack
for that, as he had a provision inserted that the price should
be not simply $10 per acre, as before, but not less than $10
per acre,

But why did the gentlemen stop there? They told but a half
truth, and every one knows how misleading that often is. Had
they gone further they would have said that some Alaska claims
had gone to entry; that is, the $10 per acre had been paid, and

the receipt certificates therefor had issued, and that the Cale |

bill made an exception in favor of such claims. As none but
the Cunningham claims had proceeded that far, none but the
Cunningham claims would get the benefit of the exception. The
language of the bill in that regard might just as well have read,
““This bill is intended to favor the Cunningham claims.” No
other conclusion can be fairly drawn from the evidence.

Again, the majority say, on page 56, that there is no evidence
that the Alaska syndicate attempted to acquire any other in-
terest than half of the Cunningham claims. The word “at-
tempted " is shrewdly chosen in that statement, and so far as I
recall, the statement is literally correct. But there is evidence
that they intended to acguire other coal property there. It ap-
pears they sent their expert, Mr. Storrs, to the Bering coal field
to make a full examination and report as to the conditions. His
report is good evidence of what he was sent there to do, and
that report is a part of the evidence heard by the committee.
It is on pages 2326 to 2339. It covers the entire field of about
30,000 acres, whereas the Cunningham claims include only 2,560
acres. It tells in detail of the quantity and quality of the coal
in each group of claims, and it tells of the strategic position of
each group. Some, on account of their location, he says, it
would seem unnecessary to acquire at this time, as they are
pocketed and would await the syndicate’s convenience; others
it would be good policy to get control of as soon as possible.

The statement of the majority is, I repeat, true to the letter.

The syndicate had made no attempt to acquire these otherl

claims, so far as the evidence discloses; indeed, the other claims
had not proceeded far enough for that; but in view of their
expert’'s report I ask you, Does the statement of the majority
fairly state the situation? Is it not a trifle too literal? And
the letter killeth.

On page 59 of their report the majority say that—

Kerby, as confidential clerk to Ballinger, had kept track of all his
doings and had communicated such facts as he knew to Ballinger's
enemies ; but all that Kerby could est way of criticism was that

he came to the conclusion that Ballinger intended to remove Newell
and appoint R. H. Thomson, whom Kerby did not think a fit man,

This statement is inaccurate in at least three ways. In the
first place, the evidence does not warrant the statement that
Kerby “kept track of all his doings.” As his private stenog-
rapher, Kerby necessarily knew of such of the Secretary's do-
ings as he dealt with in his official capacity. That is the only
foundation for the statement which would seem to imply that
he was playing the rile of detective. He never went out of his
way to watch Ballinger. In the next place, there is no evidence
that he told all he knew to Ballinger's enemies, or to anybody,
till he told it to the committee; in addition, it distinetly ap-
peared that he would not have told all he knew about Mr.
Ballinger, even to the committee, if members of the committee
had not forced him to do so. It was only when cornered and,
in a measure, compelled that he mentioned the Ballinger-Per-
kins-Thomson confidential correspondence, and the evidence
makes it very clear he would not have voluntarily told it at all
The evidence also makes it clear that he never did tell it to
“ Ballinger's enemies.” In the third place, it is scarcely accu-
rate to say he could suggest nothing by way of criticism, except
the Newell-Thomson matter.

Surely it will not be claimed that Mr. Ballinger's course with
reference to the so-called Lawler memorandum is above criti-
cism; surely gentlemen wounld admit that the * personal and
confidential * correspondence referred to is a proper subject for
severe criticism, so that the majority in saying Kerby knew
only one subject of criticism was only one-third right.

1 do not, and will not, attempt to point out all the inaccuracies
and erroneous conclusions in the report filed by the majority,
but I have, I think, shown enough to enable you to judge of its

general nature and merits. I have shown that there are griev-
ous sins of commission in it, and even more grievous sins of
omission; that it is, unintentionally, of course, defective and
misleading in what it does deal with, and even more so in what
it fails to deal with.

Mr. Chairman, I have no personal feeling whatever in this
matter, and am in no way moved or influenced by such motive.
I am influenced only by a desire for the public good; by a desire
to see this great Government of ours administered for the benefit
of the whole American people, poor as well as rich, rather than
for the benefit of great interests, already too powerful. 'The
birth of this Republic was a protest against special privilege,
an assertion of the rights of the common man, and it stands
to-day as the hope of the common man.

But if its affairs are to be administered by persons who are
not in sympathy with the common rights of common men, and
who are controlled by those who already enjoy special advan-
tage and seek more, we can hardly hope to preserve it in its
| great mission as a Government of the people for the people.
| If I have exhibited any feeling in discussing this matter it
i is only because the evidence convinces me that Mr. Ballinger

has listened to the siren song of those who are seeking to
| obtain property rights and public advantages to which neither
| the moral law nor the law of the land entitles them, and that
he had adopted a course of policy in the administration of his
great office which if followed generally would reverse the
wheels of political progress, would give the lie to the Declara-
tion of Independence, and eventunally place the American people
ig the position of drones producing wealth for a favored few

enjoy.

Our report has been prepared in this spirit. We have tried
to follow where the evidence led, regardless of personalities.

Personally, I think the first duty of government shonld be to
protect the poor and the simple and the weak; but unfortu-
nately government agencies are too often used by the cunning
and the powerful for the purpose of exploiting and despoiling
those whom it is its first duty to protect. I may be visionary,
but I do hope for the time when the people will demand and
insist that public servants shall be true to public interests, and
when, in practice as well as in theory, all citizens will be ac-
corded equal rights before the law.

It is my hope that this investigation may have contributed
something to that end.
| mMay God hasten the day
|

when the unfaithful public servant,
whatever station, shall be an object of public scorn and con-
tempt, the day when we shall have risen to the splendid Jef-
| fersonian ideal—equal and exact justice to all, special privileges
| to none. [Loud applause.]

AMr. FOSS. Mr, Chairman, how much time have I?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]
| has 1 hour and 80 minutes and the gentleman from Tenne